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Medicare: Past, Present, and Future bs Police Under Fire 

Many Americans are convinced that . Police are facing a regular storm: They 
government-run healthcare is workable, ‘ are accused of being too well armed, too 
pointing to Medicare as their example. But menacing, too abusive, and too deadly. 
Medicare is a costly, inefficient behemoth We examine the claims, the underlying 


that is reaching the limits of its viability. problems, and the suggested solutions. 
(November 09, 2015, 48pp) TNA151109 Embracing His New Role (September 21,2015, 48pp ) TNA150921 


Homeschooling: A Positive Trend UN Climate Summit: 


Giving Hope to American Education Ryan: Embracing His New Role Shackling the Planet to “Save” It 

Since there really is no question that public New Speaker of the House Paul Ryan has rarely Governments and dictators from around 
schools, by and large, are less concerned ever displayed a fiscally sound or constitu- the world have signed on to an agreement 
with facts, figures, and knowledge than tionally correct record, and now he has shown that purports to not only end climate 
with student socialization, homeschool that with power came more irresponsibility. change, but world poverty. In reality, it 
numbers are swelling. We tell what (January 25, 2016, 48pp) TNA160125 won't better the environment, and it will 
educational opportunities are available. make individuals less free and spread 
(December 21,2015, 48pp) TNA151221 poverty. (January 4, 2016, 48pp) TNA160104 
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Amendment I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Amendment II. a well-regulated militia being necessary to 
the security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear 
arms shall not be infringed. 


Amendment TTI. No soldier shall, in time of peace, be 
quartered in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in 
time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Amendment I V. The right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Amendment Vy No person shall be held to answer for a 
capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or 
indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or 
naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war 
or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense 
to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of 
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life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private 
property be taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Amendment VI. tn aff criminal prosecutions the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury of the state and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by 
law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; 
to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Amendment VI I. I suits at common law, where the 
value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by 
jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Amendment VI Tl. Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


AmendmentIX. The enumeration in the Constitution, of 
certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 


Amendment X. the powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are 
reserved to the states respectively, or to the people. 


We at Dean S ellers Ford believe . : 


of mobility is as fundamental as our Bill of Rights. See Dean 
Sellers Ford for your new freedom machine. 


2600 Maple Rd., Troy, Michigan © (248) 643-7500 www.deansellersford.com 
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Revise or Follow the Constitution? 

The federal government does not obey the Constitution. So why would it start 
obeying the Constitution if the document were changed by a constitutional con- 
vention? (2014, four-color, trifold pamphlet) 1/$0.20; 100/$0.15ea; 500/$0.13ea; 
1,000/$0.10ea) PROFTC 


Balancing Our Budget 

Find out about the real dangers in applying for an Article V convention to obtain 
a Balanced Budget Amendment. (2014, four-color, trifold pamphlet) 1/$0.20; 
100/$0.15ea; 500/$0.13ea; 1,000/$0.10ea) PBOB 


Gambling With Our Constitution 

Learn about the numerous liberal-minded groups that are calling for an Article V 
convention, and why they are calling for a constitutional convention. (2014, four- 
color, trifold pamphlet) 1/$0.20; 100/$0.15ea; 500/$0.13ea; 1,000/$0.10ea) PGWOC 


The Article V Convention: 
What Are They Not Telling You? 


This excellent presentation is recommended for providing an up-to-date analysis 
of the Article V convention issue for anti-Con-Con activists and for educating 
state legislators on the reasons to oppose all Article V convention applications. 
Includes four new parts: (1) 4 Conflicting Approaches; (2) What Article V Really 
Says; (3) The 1787 Precedent — 3 Indisputable Facts; and (4) Conclusion. (2015, 
59min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 
1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDAVC 
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The New BBA Con-Con Threat 


A Balanced Budget Amendment Article V convention would be 
a threat to the Constitution because of its inherent power to be 
a runaway convention and the tendency of a BBA to move our 
nation from a republic to a democracy. (Reprint) (2015, 8pp, 
1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPNBBA 


Nullification: The Rightful Remedy 


This documentary film, created by the Foundation for a Free 
Society and the Tenth Amendment Center, gives some tools that 
can be used to stand up for the Constitution and liberty, whether 
the federal government gives you “permission” or not. (2012, 
DVD, 70min, 1/$24.95; 5-9/$19.95ea; 10+/$15.95ea) DVDNTRR 


How the Compact for America 
Threatens the Constitution 


The constitutional convention (Con-Con) proposed by the Compact 
for America Initiative would pose an unacceptably high risk of 
damage to the Constitution. This reprint provides the informa- 
tion needed to defeat this con-con initiative in state legislatures 
and Congress. (Reprint) (2013, 8pp., 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 
1,000/$300.00) RPCFA 


Go to ShopJBS to view additional downloadable Con-Con tools ©: 


Order Online 


GWAMEr iCall 


Vol. 32, No. 2 January 25, 2016 


Cover SToRY 


POLITICS 

10 Ryan: Embracing His New Role 
by Charles Scaliger — In ensuring passage of the omnibus 
spending bill, Paul Ryan has demonstrated his lack of conservative 
or constitutional credentials. 


FEATURES 


CONSTITUTION 


15 Save the Constitution by 
Rescinding Article V Convention Applications 
by Larry Greenley — Rescinding Article V convention applications 
would prevent the calling of a constitutional convention that would 
have the inherent power to alter or abolish the Constitution. 


CONGRESS 
20 The Freedom Index 


Our second look at the 114th Congress shows how every member of 
the House and Senate voted on key issues such as Trade Promotion 
Authority, the Export-Import Bank, defunding Planned Parenthood, 
and omnibus appropriations. 


BOOK REVIEW 


31 Rx for Healthcare 
by Michael Tennant — The book The Primal Prescription tells 
how healthcare became costly and burdensome, as well as methods 
to obtain good medical treatment and how to avoid needing it. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 
34 Uncivil War 


by Steve Byas — \n war, barbarities will inevitably occur. The Civil 
War was no exception, as exhibited by Camp Douglas. 


THE LAST WORD 
44 The TPP “ObamatTrade” Clock Is Ticking 
by William EF Jasper 
DEPARTMENTS 
5 Letters to the Editor 33 The Goodness of America 
7 Inside Track 40 Exercising the Right 
9 QuickQuotes 41 Correction, Please! 


Ss on 
PRIMAL = 


PRESCRIPTION (i 


COVER Photo: AP Images 


be 


AP Images 


AP Images 


me [BINGO 


B LIQUOR 
ges 


SPACE AVAILABLE 


2,/50 square ft. and 2,820 square ft. 
Call 239-677-7441 or Email dennyfog@aol.com 


Cleveland Ave. (Rt. 41) * Ft. Myers, Florida * Stamra Inc. 


Publisher & Editor 
Gary Benoit 


Senior Editor 
William F. Jasper 


Managing Editor 
Kurt Williamsen 


Copy Editor 
John T. Larabell 


Foreign Correspondent 
Alex Newman 


Contributors 
Bob Adelmann - Dave Bohon 
Steve Byas - Raven Clabough 
Selwyn Duke + Brian Farmer 
Christian Gomez - Larry Greenley 
Gregory A. Hession, J.D. 

Ed Hiserodt - William P. Hoar 
Patrick Krey, J.D. * Warren Mass 
John F. Mcmanus - Llewellyn H. Rockwell, Jr. 
C. Mitchell Shaw - Michael Tennant 
Rebecca Terrell * Fr. James Thornton 
Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


Art Director 
Joseph W. Kelly 


Graphic Designer 
Katie Carder 


Research 
Bonnie M. Gillis 


PR/Marketing Manager 
Bill Hahn 


Advertising/Circulation Manager 
Julie DuFrane 


few American 


Printed in the U.S.A. + ISSN 0885-6540 
P.O. Box 8040 + Appleton, WI 54912 
920-749-3784 » 920-749-3785 (fax) 

www.thenewamerican.com 
editorial@thenewamerican.com 


Rates are $49 per year (Canada, add $9; 
foreign, add $27) Copyright ©2016 by 
American Opinion Publishing, Inc. Periodicals 
postage paid at Appleton, WI and additional 
mailing offices. Postmaster: Send any address 
changes to THE NEw AmerIcAN, P.O. Box 8040, 


Appleton, WI 54912. 
by American Opinion 


JBS.og 
Publishing Inc., a wholly 


owned subsidiary of The John Birch Society. 


THE New AMERICAN is 
published twice monthly 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Dictate to Countries? 


Louis J. Schroeder’s letter to the editor 
in your December 21, 2015 issue states, 
“Also, why not implement ‘peace through 
strength’ and tell Iran that they are not 
allowed to develop or possess a nuclear 
capability?” 

My question to Schroeder would be, 
“Where in the Constitution does it state 
that we can tell any country what weap- 
ons, power, or medical technology they 
can or cannot possess?” 

MICKEY WHITE 
Rossville, Tennessee 


Two to Take Out 


The article entitled “Where They Stand” 
in the November 23, 2015 issue lists 10 
“presidential candidates” and information 
on their various positions. I was disappoint- 
ed to read two of those included were Ted 
Cruz and Marco Rubio. One of the qualifi- 
cations to be president is in Article II, Sec- 
tion I, Clause V of the U.S. Constitution. It 
requires the person be a natural born citi- 
zen. To quote Clause V: “No person except 
a natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the 
United States, at the time of the Adoption 
of this Constitution, shall be eligible to the 
Office of President.” The Founding Fathers 
clearly established a difference between a 
natural born citizen and a citizen. 

The only source the Founding Fathers 
knew and respected at that time to define 
natural born citizen was Emmerich de Vat- 
tel’s The Law of Nations. It was a treatise 
of fundamental, natural law principles 
recognized among nations and between 
nations. A diplomat and acquaintance of 
Benjamin Franklin’s in Europe by the 
name of Charles Dumas sent Franklin 
three copies of The Law of Nations in 1775 
during the session of the Second Conti- 
nental Congress. Franklin wrote a letter 
to Dumas thanking him for the copies, 
acknowledging respect for Vattel and in- 
forming Dumas that members of Congress 
were reading the book. Section 212 de- 
fines a natural born citizen: “The natives, 
or natural-born citizens, are those born in 
the country, of parents who are citizens.” 
This definition requires a person be born 
in a country to two citizen parents. 

Ted Cruz was not born in the United 
States. He was born in Canada; therefore, 
he is foreign born, and his father was not 
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a citizen when Cruz was born. Cruz is 
ineligible for those two reasons. Neither 
of Marco Rubio’s parents were citizens 
when he was born. He is ineligible for 
that reason, even though he was born in 
the United States. 

Several Supreme Court cases have reit- 
erated and confirmed the definition used 
by the Founding Fathers from The Law of 
Nations. Those cases are The Venus, 12 
U.S. 8 Cranch 253 253 (1814), Dred Scott 
v. Sandford, 60 U.S. 393 (1857), Minor v. 
Happersett, 88 U.S. 162 (1875), United 
States v. Wong Kim Ark, 169 U.S. 649 
(1898), and Perkins v. Elg, 307 U.S. 325 
(1939). These cases either use the defini- 
tion in The Law of Nations verbatim or 
state, “At common law, with the nomen- 
clature of which the framers of the Consti- 
tution were familiar.” The Common Law 
nomenclature the Founding Fathers were 
familiar with at the time they wrote the 
U.S. Constitution was The Law of Nations. 

Some have claimed the U.S. Constitu- 
tion does not define natural born citizen- 
ship. But if we are to believe that claim, 
then we also must believe the Founding 
Fathers simply conjured up the term natu- 
ral born citizen out of thin air, then had a 
collective brain freeze by failing to assign 
a definition to the term, thereby leaving it 
unresolved until some unspecified future 
date. This statement challenges credibil- 
ity considering it is a requirement for the 
highest office in the land. It is even more 
ridiculous considering the Founding Fa- 
thers specifically cited the term “the law of 
nations” in Article I, Section VIII, Clause 
X to define Piracy on the High Seas. 

If the lack of a definition in the US. 
Constitution rendered a term meaningless, 
then the phrases “freedom of speech” in 
the First Amendment and “right to bear 
arms” in the Second Amendment would 
also be meaningless, in which case those 
amendments, along with the remaining 
amendments in the Bill of Rights, would 
effectively be nullified. Such claims are as 
ludicrous as they are disingenuous. 

DANIEL HUNT 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Maine Bill Would Block Common Core Standards — Maybe 


A lawmaker in Maine has prefiled a bill to be considered in the 
next legislative session that would exempt Maine from the man- 
dates of the federal Common Core standards. 

State Representative Will Tuell is leading a bipartisan bloc of 
10 legislators promoting LD 1492, a proposal that would amend 
the laws governing education standards in Maine. Section 2 of 
the bill explicitly invalidates the educational standards estab- 
lished as part of the federal Common Core program: 


New Moth 3X Vx 


The content standards of the system of learning results for 
English language arts and mathematics that were formu- 
lated to align with the Common Core State Standards Ini- 
tiative standards pursuant to Public Law 2009, chapter 647 
are void at the end of the 2016-2017 school year. 


Section 4 of the Maine proposal sets out the process for creat- 
ing statewide curriculum standards: “By November 1, 2016, the 
Department of Education, with input from a stakeholder group 
established in accordance with this section, shall develop new 
statewide content standards for kindergarten to grade 12 in Eng- 
lish language arts and mathematics for use beginning with the 
2017-2018 school year that are distinct and independent from 
the standards previously adopted by the department pursuant to 
Public Law 2009, chapter 647.” Unfortunately, nothing in this 
bill would prevent the new standards from being nearly identi- 
cal to Common Core. 

Although the attempt in Maine may not be ideal, it does rein- 
force the fact that every state retains the authority to reject any 
federal programs designed to interfere in the education of the 
children of the several states. There is not a single syllable in the 
Constitution granting even implied power to the federal govern- 
ment over education. In other words: Education is a state issue, 
not a federal one. 


Swiss Army Chief to Countrymen: “Arm Yourselves” 


On December 28, the German news 
blog Deutsche Wirtschafts Nach- 
richten (German Economic News) 
reported that the head of the Swiss 
Army warned his government that 
because the “risks of social unrest 
in Europe are increasing dramati- 
cally” and the “economic outlook 
is gloomy,” the situation in Switzer- 
land is becoming dangerous and the 
Swiss could be doomed if no plan is 
provided to protect the country. 

“The mixture is increasingly un- 
appetizing,” Lieutenant General 
Andre Blattmann said. “Social un- 
rest can not be ruled out,” he noted 
ominously. 

Blattmann doesn’t just criticize 
the current volatility without pro- 
posing a solution, however. “Arm 
yourselves,” the general counsels his 
countrymen, in preparation of the 


Andre 
Blattmann 


Applications for gun permits in Swit- 
zerland increased by 20% between 
2014 and 2015, according to a survey 
conducted in 12 cantons by Swiss pub- 
lic television, SRF. The survey, pub- 
lished on Wednesday, showed that in 
the 12 (out of 26) cantons surveyed, 
the Swiss are increasingly interested in 
purchasing pistols, rifles and other fire- 
arms for private use. The greatest in- 
crease — more than 70% — was mea- 
sured in canton Vaud, with more than 
4,200 applications in 2015, compared 
with 2,427 in 2014. There is a general 
climate of uncertainty and an increased 
fear of intruders, said Pierre-Olivier 
Gaudard, head of crime prevention for 
canton Vaud. 


So, while the Swiss seem to be pre- 
paring themselves to defend their prop- 
erty against the destruction that will be 


chaos that he senses is certain to come. 

It seems that the people of Switzerland are heeding the 
general’s warning. As the English-language Swiss website 
swissinfo.ch reported December 31, 


wrought by the havoc that swirls in the wake of global unrest, the 
president of the United States is taking the cap off his infamous 
pen and issuing autocratic edicts further restricting the right to 
keep and bear arms protected by the Second Amendment. 


Communist China Unveils Most Orwellian Scheme Ever 


Using the prototype of a system known as “Sesame Credit,” a 
credit score-style number for each Chinese subject is reportedly 
to be compiled based on everything from analyses of social- 
media profiles and book-reading choices to the “Sesame Credit” 
scores of friends and acquaintances. The more you love your 
oppression and believe your rulers, the higher your score will 
be. The higher the score, the more benefits you get from the re- 
gime. Ultra-slavish subjects with no “thought crimes” on record 
can apparently even get visas to travel to the West, according 
to media reports. 

“The Chinese government is building an omnipotent ‘social 
credit’ system that is meant to rate each citizen’s trustworthi- 
ness,” the BBC wrote in October 2015 in one of the earliest 
reports on the scheme. “By 2020, everyone in China will be 
enrolled in a vast national database that compiles fiscal and 
government information, including minor traffic violations, and 
distills it into a single number ranking each citizen.” 

Perhaps the most thorough analysis of Beijing’s new system 
to rank its “citizens” was produced by a group of video game 
analysts as part of the “Extra Credits” video series. The short, 
animated film on Sesame Credit, published December 16, ex- 
plains how the regime’s obedience metrics will work, and why 
the scheme is so dangerous to liberty. “If you post pictures of 
Tiananmen Square or share a link about the recent stock market 


collapse, your Sesame Credit goes down,” the video narrator 
explains. “Share a link from the state-sponsored news agency 
about how good the economy is doing and your score goes up.” 

Americans need to be concerned, said ACLU Senior Policy 
Analyst Jay Stanley on October 5. “There are consistent gravi- 
tational pulls toward this kind of behavior on the part of many 
public and private U.S. bureaucracies, and a very real danger 
that many of the dynamics we see in the Chinese system will 
emerge here over time. On the government side, for example I 
have written about how the TSA’s airline passenger ‘whitelist’ 
system could evolve in this direction,” he warned. 
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North Carolina Senator Calls for “Backdoors” in Encryption 


i. 
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Burr 
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On December 23, Senator Richard Burr (R-N.C.), chairman of 
the Select Committee on Intelligence, wrote an error-laden piece 
for the Wall Street Journal in which he claimed that “Encrypted 
devices block law enforcement from collecting evidence. Period.” 

In his article, Burr shows both his preference of surveil- 
lance over privacy and his ignorance of how encryption works. 
He admits that encryption is necessary, but appears to think it 
should apply only to “consumer information.” Even then, he 
sees it as a danger that must be regulated because, he claims, 


it enables “murderers, pedophiles, drug dealers and, increas- 
ingly, terrorists.” 

For suggested solutions, Burr quotes from a report released 
in November by Manhattan District Attorney Cyrus Vance, Jr., 
a well-known critic of encrypted devices. Burr accepts Vance’s 
idea that some type of technology could be developed that could 
“ensure” that encrypted devices can be accessed by law enforce- 
ment. There is a name for that type of technology: backdoors. 
And the technology community is in nearly unanimous agree- 
ment that it is impossible to make it work without making en- 
cryption worthless. 

As Apple CEO Tim Cook told NPR in November, “National 
security always matters, obviously. But the reality is that if you 
have an open door in your software for the good guys, the bad 
guys get in there, too. Any backdoor means a backdoor for bad 
guys as well as good guys. So, a backdoor is a non-starter.... It 
means we’re all not safe.” 

Encryption is for “the greater public good,” according to ex- 
perts on the subject. Why do they see it so differently from 
Burr? One reason they give is that, in essence, the genie is al- 
ready out of the bottle; there is no world without encrypted data 
and communications anymore. And there is no way to regu- 
late that encryption. If, as Burr would have it, Congress tries to 
“update the law” and require companies that create encryption 
technologies to install backdoors, criminals and terrorists would 
do what they largely already do: use their own home-brewed 
encryption. 


Putin Throws Praise at Trump 

“There is no doubt he is a very bright and talented man. It is not our 
business to assess his merits; that is up to the U.S. voters. But he is an 
absolute leader of the presidential race.” 

At his year-end press conference, Russian President Vladimir Putin 
spoke highly of Donald Trump. 


Drop in Oil Prices Hurting Alaska 

“We’ve had it good for a long time, and if we want to protect that, we’re 
going to have to make some hard choices.” 

Since 1982, Alaska’s residents have received anywhere from $300 to Vladimir 
$2,000 per year from sales of oil. Ronald Duncan, president of an Putin 
Alaskan business not related to oil sales, is helping to spread Alaska 
Governor Bill Walker ’s message that residents will have to accept several new taxes to fund the state 
government. 


With Tremendous Coverage, Trump Has Spent Nothing for Ads 

“Trump has already made history by pulling out to a large lead solely on the basis of free media cover- 
age of his campaign.” 

Political consultant Roger Stone remains a supporter of Donald Trump. 


Jeb Bush’s Plea to Voters Shows Signs of Desperation 

“The idea that he’s actually running for president and insulting people is 
deeply discouraging to be honest with you and I think we should reject 
that out of hand. I hope you’ ll reject it by voting for me.” 
Campaigning against Donald Trump appears to be the only remaining 
course for Jeb Bush. 


New Speaker Defends the Huge 

Budget He Steered Through the House 

“We advanced our priorities and principles. Not every single one of 
them, but many of them.” 

Conservative Republicans were hoping for something better than a 
Boehner-style cave-in, but they were dismayed by how quickly Speaker 
Paul Ryan capitulated to Democratic desires. 
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cf 


Signs Link Senator Rubio to Amnesty for Illegal Immigrants 

“People who saw Mr. Rubio speak near Des Moines the other day found their windshields plastered 
with black-and-white fliers that mocked the Florida senator as “Chuck Schumer’s amnesty pitchman.’” 
New York Times reporter Jeremy Peters wrote about the opposition to Senator Rubio in Iowa. 


Jihad Comes to a Remote Portion of China 
“If we die when we do jihad, then we will go to heaven. There was a knife in everyone’s hands. If you 
cut someone, kill someone, then you will be a martyr and go to heaven.” 
A knife attack killed more than 50 people in northwestern China. One of 
the captured killers, Targhun Emet, is a member of the Uyghur minor- 
ity, a predominantly Muslim Turkic group. 


Arizona Congressman Dismayed by Approval of Huge Omnibus Bill 
“How do you sell this back home? You see what’s going on in the presi- 
dential race, why outsiders are winning the day. That’s because the con- 
stituents across this country feel betrayed.” 
As Congress was considering the $1.1 trillion measure to fund the gov- 
ernment through the fiscal year, and Democrats were rightly claiming 
it to be a “big win” for them, Congressman Paul Gosar (R-Ariz.) 
weighed in with his negative assessment. 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 
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Embracing His New Role 


In ensuring passage of the omnibus spending bill, Paul Ryan has demonstrated his lack 
of conservative or constitutional credentials. 


by Charles Scaliger 


The Santa Clause, Tim Allen’s char- 

acter accidentally causes Santa Claus 
to fall off a snowy roof while delivering 
toys Christmas Eve. As a result of the 
“Santa clause,” a magical rule providing 
for a successor Santa, Allen literally turns 
into Saint Nick, in preparation for his new 


[: the perennial holiday movie favorite 


10 


life’s calling. Among many other things, 
he inexplicably begins growing a beard 
one that magically regrows moments after 
being shaved. 

Those familiar with this particular entry 
in the holiday movie canon might have 
been alarmed when brand new Speaker 
of the House Paul Ryan began growing 
a beard immediately after his election in 
November to the most powerful position 


in Congress. Like Tim Allen’s character, 
Paul Ryan, initially reluctant to accept 
the speakership, soon embraced his new 
role and, as his first major act in that ca- 
pacity, got Congress to pass a massive 
new $1.1 trillion omnibus appropriations 
bill that showered expensive goodies on 
nearly every special interest group in 
Washington, including the recently ma- 
ligned Planned Parenthood and advocates 
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of Syrian immigration. With the generos- 
ity of Santa Claus, Ryan made sure every 
big-spending Democrat in Washington 
had toys in their stockings, leading to ef- 
fusions of glee from Democratic leaders 
and dismay from the authentic partisans 
of limited government inside the Beltway. 

In short, the recent omnibus spending 
bill showed Paul Ryan for who he is — a 
younger, leaner version of his maligned, 
accommodationist, big-spending prede- 
cessor, John Boehner — rather than the 
champion of lower spending and limited 
government that many conservatives had 
desperately hoped he was. 

Passed the week before Christmas on 
December 18, the bill was greeted with 
unrestrained triumphalism on the part of 
leading Democrats since, yet again, they 
had succeeded in cowing the Republican 
majority into accepting and funding most 
of their agenda. In the new spending pack- 
age, Republicans “gave away the store,” 
chortled House Minority Leader Nancy 
Pelosi, adding, “I feel almost jubilant 
about what is in this appropriations bill.” 

Referring to the thousands of pages in 
the bill and the mere two days allowed 
for congressional and public review — 
time-honored tactics designed to sneak 
controversial spending into law — Pelosi 
admitted that Democratic leaders were 
careful to keep aspects of the bill off the 
public and congressional radar. “We’ve 
had to sort of calibrate how we presented 
this [omnibus bill] to members because 
... we were afraid [Republicans] might 
pull things out if more Republicans knew 
about what was in the bill,” she said, ac- 
cording to an article in RollCall.com. 

Other Democrats joined in Pelosi’s rhe- 
torical victory lap. “This was an extraordi- 
narily big victory,” exulted House Minority 
Whip (and former Majority Leader) Steny 
Hoyer, who described the epic Republican 
cave-in in glowing terms right after the 
vote. “What happened was, over [the last] 
24 hours, members reflected on what they 
did get — the glass was about 80 percent or 
90 percent full, not half empty. Yesterday 
it was half empty; today it was 90 percent 
full, and I think that resulted in the over- 
whelming vote that we saw.” 

In the end, 166 out of 188 House Demo- 
crats joined 150 House Republicans in 
supporting the bill, while in the Senate, 
38 Democrats (out of 45 total) supported 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


the bill alongside a mere 27 (out of a total 
54) Republicans. In other words, a bare 
majority of congressional Republicans (61 
percent in the House and 50 percent in the 
Senate) supported the bill, as against an 
overwhelming majority of Democrats in 
both houses (88 percent in the House and 
84 percent in the Senate, giving credence 
to Hoyer’s claim that the glass was “80 per- 
cent or 90 percent full”) — proving beyond 
any possible shadow of a doubt that this 
spending bill was designed primarily to ap- 
pease Democrats and their big-government 
Republican allies inside the Beltway. 

How does Ryan’s omnibus spending bill 
toady to Democrats and tax-and-spend Big 
Government devotees everywhere? Let us 
count the ways. 


Spending Broken Down 

In matters of the environment, Al Gore 
himself probably could have done no bet- 
ter. The bill extended tax credits for inef- 
ficient and costly — but politically correct 
— wind and solar power production. The 
EPA received enhanced regulatory juris- 


diction under the Clean Water Act. At- 
tempts to block new regulation of power 
plants were set aside. And perhaps most 
infuriatingly, the bill authorized continued 
contributions to the international Green 
Climate Fund (GCF) — a critical element 
of the new Paris climate agreement, ne- 
gotiated mere days after the Paris terror 
attacks by world environmental elites, in- 
cluding President Obama, who regard en- 
vironmental protection as a higher prior- 
ity than defense against terrorism. Obama 
pledged $3 billion to the GCF — which 
is supposedly to help poorer countries 
prepare for climate change — by 2020, 
and asked for $500 million in 2016. The 
spending bill does not authorize spending 
for the GCF, but neither does it explicitly 
prohibit it, thereby allowing Obama to ob- 
tain the money from existing discretionary 
spending streams. Referring to this victory 
for climate-change extremists, Friends of 
the Earth analyst Karen Orenstein could 
not resist scolding “climate change de- 
niers.” “This is a rebuke to those congres- 
sional extremists who tried to play politics 


All smiles: Democrats and Republicans stand by as Paul Ryan signs an omnibus spending bill 
that, according to House Minority Whip Steny Hoyer, gave Democrats “80 or 90 percent” of 
what they wanted. 
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with desperately needed money to help the 
world’s poor take climate action,” Oren- 
stein said in an official statement. “Morali- 
ty and reason, rather than science-denying 
isolationism, prevailed in this case.” 

In the financial sector, the avalanche of 
new regulations promulgated during the 
Obama administration remained intact. 
An effort to reduce the number of finan- 
cial institutions deemed “systemically 
important” (and thereby falling under the 
authority of enhanced regulatory scru- 
tiny authorized by the Dodd-Frank bill of 
2010) was set aside, and the Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau (created by 
Dodd-Frank), which now regulates virtu- 
ally every aspect of financial activity, from 
credit cards to mortgage firms to retire- 
ment funds, will continue to be immune 
from appropriations funding cuts. 

With immigration — arguably the 
most important issue in most Americans’ 
minds at the moment — the bill ignores 
a wide range of voter concerns over ille- 
gal immigrants. For example, President 
Obama’s much-maligned Deferred Action 
for Childhood Arrivals (DACA) amnesty 
program for the children of illegal aliens in 
the United States was fully funded. Since 
2012, Obama’s DACA executive action 
has resulted in around 700,000 work per- 
mits for illegal aliens, as well as access to 
federal tax credits and entitlement benefits. 
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It is this program, of course, that has led to 
a dramatic surge in child illegal immigrants 
(or “unaccompanied child migrants,” in the 
nuanced language of federal bureaucrats) 
between 2012 (28,000) and 2014 (73,000). 
Ryan’s omnibus bill, by containing no lan- 
guage explicitly defunding DACA, has al- 
lowed it (and the rest of Obama’s executive 
amnesty power grab) to continue. 

The bill also made no mention of “sanc- 
tuary cities” such as San Francisco that 
have defied federal laws in refusing to de- 
port illegal aliens. Again, by including no 
language prohibiting grants to “sanctuary 
cities,” Ryan’s bill has in effect allowed 
the practice of harboring illegal aliens — 
including hardened criminals, such as the 
five-times-convicted criminal alien who 
murdered Kate Steimle a few months ago, 
who was a beneficiary of San Francisco’s 
sanctuary policies — to continue unabated. 

In the weeks leading up to passage of 
the bill, Representative Brian Babin (R- 
Texas) introduced a proposal to halt all ref- 
ugee resettlement, a proposal that had 84 
cosponsors in the House. Like their con- 
stituents, many Republicans in Congress 
were concerned at the potential for ISIS 
terrorists to slip into the country among 
refugees of the Syrian conflict — refugees 
for whom vetting for the purposes of se- 
curity is impossible because of the lack of 
functioning government record-keeping in 
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Proud to be illegal: Demonstrators show their support for President Obama’s 2012 executive 
amnesty for certain classes of illegal aliens. Despite vociferous Republican criticisms of the 
amnesty, Ryan’s bill made no attempt to defund any of it. 


AP Images 


war-torn Syria. Yet the finished bill con- 
tained no language restricting the influx 
of refugees from the war-torn Middle East 
— this, one supposes, because Ryan does 
not believe in halting or even stemming 
the flow of refugees because, as he told 
Fox News’ Sean Hannity recently, “We’re 
a compassionate country.” 

The bill also quadruples the number of 
controversial H-2B “guest worker” visas, 
and does not contemplate any restrictions 
or increased oversight of the issuance of 
F-1 student visas and K-1 “fiancée” visas 
to residents of countries with strong jihad- 
ist movements, despite the fact that jihad- 
ists have exploited these visas to get into 
the country. Child tax credits for illegal 
aliens were also preserved. 

All of these were GOP “talking points” 
in the months leading up to passage of the 
spending bill, in response to widespread 
concern over illegal immigration and the 
potential — highlighted by the San Ber- 
nardino terrorist mass shooting — that 
radicalized Muslims bent on committing 
acts of terrorism could exploit lax immi- 
gration monitoring or use the chaos of the 
Syrian refugee crisis as cover to get into 
the United States. Yet the omnibus spend- 
ing bill completely ignored such concerns. 

Another high-profile talking point — 
and, we were led to believe, bona fide 
GOP agenda item — was the defunding of 
Planned Parenthood after a series of taped 
interviews with Planned Parenthood offi- 
cials revealed that the abortion provider 
traffics in the body parts of aborted fetus- 
es. But it seems that no amount of moral 
depravity, however thoroughly document- 
ed, will be enough to persuade the People 
Who Matter on Capitol Hill, Republicans 
and Democrats alike, to stop the flow of 
federal monies that support the world’s 
premier practitioner of infanticide. After 
months of outrage, testimony, and damn- 
ing evidence, the response of the Ryan- 
sponsored spending bill was to ignore the 
Planned Parenthood issue. 

Overall, the bill locked in the huge 
spending increases, and the abandonment 
of all spending caps, that were formalized 
last year by John Boehner. Now, official 
Washington is unwilling to countenance 
the mere appearance of fiscal restraint, as 
emblemized by the sequesters and spend- 
ing caps Democrats fought so acrimoni- 
ously to overthrow. In fact, defense and 
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Business as usual: Former Speaker of the 
House John Boehner (front) passes the torch 
to his ideological twin, Paul Ryan, at the 
latter's swearing-in ceremony. Despite the 
promise of a fresh face, Ryan has so far shown 
even less inclination than his predecessor to 
stand up to Big Government Democrats. 


non-defense spending are slated to in- 
crease next year by $25 billion apiece. 
Thus Ryan’s bill is an act of open defi- 
ance of the people’s will on immigration, 
Planned Parenthood, manufactured climate- 
change hysteria, and overall out-of-control 
government spending — an exclamation 
mark signaling the continued liberal estab- 
lishment control of both political parties. 


Where Goes the GOP? 

How has it come about that, despite a clear 
two-decade trend toward electing more and 
more truly conservative and even consti- 
tutionalist GOP representatives, legislation 
emanating from the GOP leadership is as 
defiantly accommodating of the priorities 
of tax-and-spend liberals as it ever was? 
Long gone are the days when Ron Paul 
(now retired) was the lone voice of fiscal 
and constitutional sanity in both houses of 
Congress; today there are perhaps a half- 
dozen in the House with views that approx- 
imate those of Ron Paul in terms of fidelity 
to the Constitution and belief in laissez- 
faire free market economics, and a much 
larger number of representatives often 
willing to follow their lead. In the Senate, 
meanwhile, an impressive number of GOP 
senators have shown themselves to be reli- 
able partisans of liberty and limited govern- 
ment (no less than five GOP senators have 
a cumulative voting score of 90 percent or 
higher on THE NEW AMERICAN’S Freedom 
Index, with a sixth — Ted Cruz — falling 
just short at 89 percent). Yet the Thomas 
Massies of the House and the Rand Pauls 
of the Senate find themselves perennially 
marginalized, shut out of influential lead- 
ership posts (much as Ron Paul once was) 
no matter how much seniority or support 
among their colleagues they manage to ac- 
cumulate. And it is in the critical leadership 
positions, as Paul Ryan has demonstrated 
yet again, where the true power rests, even 
in “the people’s House.” This is because it 
is the leaders — the speaker, majority lead- 
er, and chairs of the various House commit- 
tees — who have the authority to determine 
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which bills and proposals actually see the 
light of day. A similar authority structure 
exists in the Senate. It is thus nearly irrel- 
evant what the majority of representatives, 
senators, or their constituents may want; it 
is the gatekeepers who chair the commit- 
tees, and the other appointed leaders in each 
body, who determine which legislative ini- 
tiatives see the light of day. 

As the recent tumult in the House lead- 
ing to the surprise resignation of John 
Boehner as speaker and the rise of Paul 
Ryan as his replacement illustrates, the 
elites in the GOP establishment still con- 
trol who sits in the positions that matter. 
As THE NEW AMERICAN (and many other 
media) documented, Paul Ryan was and 
is ideologically indistinguishable from 
his predecessor. Many in the House, es- 
pecially the members of the large Liberty 
Caucus, were well aware of this and op- 
posed his speakership. But in the end, it 
made no difference. Thanks to a well-cho- 
reographed media campaign on his behalf, 
the coronation of Paul Ryan was portrayed 
as inevitable, with Ryan allegedly the only 
man who could pos- 
sibly unite the frac- 
tious GOP House 
delegation and rein 
in “right-wing ex- 
tremists” who in- 
sisted on honoring 
their promises to 
their constituents and 
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their oaths to the Constitution. In the face 
of such pressure, a sufficient number of 
GOP representatives were willing to sup- 
port a Ryan speakership. And as we have 
now witnessed, nothing has changed from 
the bad old days of John Boehner (except 
Ryan’s facial hair). 

The Boehners and Ryans of the world 
are forever defending their actions in the 
name of “compromise.” Yet if the GOP 
were truly the party of limited govern- 
ment, less spending, and lower taxes, as 
it so often claims, then we would at least 
occasionally see “compromise” consist of 
the GOP proposing significant, very deep, 
across-the-board spending cuts that would 
significantly decrease both the size and 
cost of government, with the Democrats 
insisting on the usual spending increases, 
and the final result involving deep cuts in 
spending, but not quite as deep as Repub- 
licans hoped for. If Republicans were truly 
the party of free enterprise, we would see 
substantial and immediate rollbacks of a 
large part of the illegitimate regulatory 
government-within-a-government that 
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has restricted growth since the era of the 
New Deal; because of the need for “com- 
promise,” some of those cuts would need 
to be phased in gradually, but a clear trend 
toward less regulation of private enterprise 
would be evident. And if the GOP were 
truly the party of life, implacably opposed 
to abortion on demand, Planned Parent- 
hood would have been defunded long ago. 

But we see none of these things. Instead 
of cuts in government spending, we see oc- 
casional pauses in the rate of increase of 
spending, which are dishonestly passed off 
as “cuts.” Despite their professed hostil- 
ity to Big Government, we see the GOP 
strangely reluctant to actually shut that 
government down whenever Democrats 
demand more and more borrowing and 
spending and their media shills start call- 
ing Republicans nasty names. Instead of 
concerted efforts to come to grips with the 
problem of illegal immigration, the GOP 
presents the unlovely spectacle of a house 
divided, with many Republicans — such as 
Paul Ryan — apparently in favor of unre- 
stricted immigration, no matter what the so- 
ciopolitical costs. And instead of principled 


opposition to the paladins of cultural Marx- 
ism — whose agenda priorities include en- 
suring abortion on demand in perpetuum 
and the legalization and mainstreaming 
of every species of alternative lifestyle, 
including, but certainly not limited to, so- 
called same-sex marriage — we see spine- 
less Republicans throw in the towel again 
and again, allowing an immoral minority to 
dictate terms to everybody else. 

The difference between Democrats 
and the “moderate” Republicans who 
enable them is that the former have the 
courage of their convictions, which they 
promote with “passionate intensity,” 
while the latter, in the words of the poet, 
“lack all conviction.” Democrats all 
agree, in varying degrees, with the prem- 
ise of socialism, that all human problems 
can be solved by the creative application 
of government power. This they use as 
their rallying standard. Republicans, by 
contrast, have no unifying standard, with 
a valiant few rallying around the Consti- 
tution and the free market, and the rest 
showing varying degrees of fealty to Big 
Government — but not as much as the 


hated Democrats, or so they would have 
us believe. 

The Ryan omnibus budget bill is a stern 
lesson to ordinary Americans as to whose 
priorities actually hold sway in Washington 
— priorities that Paul Ryan is unlikely to 
deviate from. As long as he, or one such as 
he, holds the speakership, the unrestrained 
growth of government will continue. Be- 
cause so much power in Congress rests 
disproportionately on the leadership, none 
of this will change until enough genuine 
constitutionalists are elected to actually af- 
fect who can and cannot be appointed to 
those leadership positions. In the case of 
the House, we have made progress, but we 
are a far cry from the point where a Justin 
Amash or Thomas Massie will be anything 
but marginalized. For genuine reform, doz- 
ens of additional genuine constitutionalists 
will need to be elected. 

For that to happen, the electorate will 
need to be much more informed than it 
is right now. Until that occurs, the Paul 
Ryans of the world will continue to get 
away with flouting the Constitution and 
the will of the people who elected them. Ml 
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CONSTITUTION 


Rescinding Article V convention applications would prevent the calling of a constitutional 
convention that would have the inherent power to alter or abolish the Constitution. 


by Larry Greenley 


“The essence of our concern and 
why Oklahoma defeated the Article V 
convention this year [was] that this 
would be a runaway convention.” 
— Oklahoma State Representative Mike 
Ritze, May 12, 2015. 


fter a fierce and drawn-out battle 
A: the Oklahoma state legislature 
last spring, legislators rejected an 
application for an Article V convention 
for proposing a Balanced Budget Amend- 
ment (BBA), as well as an application for 
an Article V convention to impose other 
restraints on the federal government. 
Meanwhile, the Texas legislature was 
having its own fierce battle over several 
Article V convention applications. On May 
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12, 2015, three Oklahoma state legislators 
created a video to help persuade Texas leg- 
islators to defeat the Article V convention 
agenda in their state. The Texas legislature 
did go on to reject all Article V convention 
applications in its 2015 session. 

The quote above by Oklahoma State 
Representative Mike Ritze is from that 
video. It is featured in this article to em- 
phasize that the enduring reason given by 
state legislators for rejecting Article V 
convention applications is their concern 
that such a convention would become a 
runaway convention. 

The purpose of this article is to discuss 
how the reinvigorated BBA Article V con- 
vention movement is a threat to the Con- 
stitution, to discuss why the Constitution 
is so valuable, and to propose a reinvigo- 
rated movement to rescind state applica- 
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tions for all types of Article V conventions 
in order to save the Constitution. 


What Is an Article V Convention? 

Article V of the U.S. Constitution autho- 
rizes two methods for amending the Con- 
stitution: (1) The congressional method, 
in which Congress proposes an amend- 
ment by a two-thirds vote of each house 
and sends it to the states for ratification 
(three-fourths of the states are required); 
and (2) the convention method, whereby, 
if two-thirds of the state legislatures (34 
states) apply to Congress to call a conven- 
tion for proposing amendments (common- 
ly referred to as an Article V convention, a 
constitutional convention, a Con-Con, or a 
convention of states), Congress shall call 
such a convention. Congress would send 
any amendments proposed by the conven- 
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its are known as the Bill of Rights. Of 
“amendments, several are widely 


tion to the states for ratification (three- 
fourths of the states are required). 

In either of the two methods for propos- 
ing amendments, Congress has the option 
of sending the proposed amendments to 
either the state legislatures or to special 
state conventions for ratification. 


Drawbacks to 

Amending the Constitution 

During the entire 227 years since the Consti- 
tution went into effect, 27 amendments have 
been added via the congressional method 
and none by the convention method. The 
first 10 of those amendments are known as 
the Bill of Rights. Of the other 17 amend- 
ments, several are widely regarded by con- 
stitutionalists as disasters. For example, the 
16th Amendment (1913), supported by the 
progressives, enabled the federal govern- 
ment to tax personal incomes directly and 
has led to the present-day tyrannical IRS. 
As another example, the 17th Amendment 


Rescinded Con-Con applications: 
AL 1988, FL 1988* LA 1990, 

OR 1999, ID 1999, UT 2001, 

ND 2001, AZ 2003, VA 2004, 

SC 2004, GA 2004, MT, 2007, 

OK 2009, WY 2009, NH 2010, 

SD 2010, TN 2010 


“Although FL had rescinded its 
Con-Con applications in 1988, 
it passed a new BBA Con-Con 
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(1913), also supported by progressives, 
brought about the direct election of sena- 
tors to Congress in place of the original ap- 
pointment of senators by state legislatures. 
Present-day constitutionalists see the 17th 
Amendment as very damaging to the origi- 
nal constitutional balance of powers be- 
tween the state and federal governments. 

The 16th and 17th Amendments are 
revealing examples of just how easily the 
Constitution can be damaged and just how 
bad the results can be from seemingly be- 
nign amendments. 


The BBA Con-Con Movement 

Although the 17th Amendment was ulti- 
mately proposed by Congress, an amend- 
ment calling for the direct election of U.S. 
Senators was also pursued via the conven- 
tion method. By 1911, 27 states (with pro- 
gressives leading the way) had applied to 
Congress for an Article V convention to 
propose the amendment. However, before 


two-thirds of the states had applied for a 
convention, Congress went ahead and pro- 
posed the amendment. 

Another large-scale Con-Con movement 
started in the mid-20th century when two 
states applied to Congress for a convention 
for proposing a Balanced Budget Amend- 
ment (BBA). The BBA Con-Con movement 
really got going in the late 1970s, and by 
1983, 32 of the necessary 34 states had ap- 
plied to Congress for a BBA Article V con- 
vention. Given the momentum of the move- 
ment, it appeared that the calling of a BBA 
constitutional convention was imminent. 


The Con-Con Rescission Movement 
However, after the BBA Article V conven- 
tion movement had reached its high-water 
mark of 32 states in 1983, the opponents of 
holding a constitutional convention were 
able to prevent any more states from ap- 
plying until Ohio and Michigan applied 
for a BBA Con-Con in 2013 and 2014, 
respectively. 

Although Ohio and Michigan were 
the 33rd and 34th states to apply for a 
BBA Con-Con, the opponents of an 
Article V convention had succeeded in 
bringing about the passage of Con-Con 
rescission (cancellation) resolutions in 
17 states during the years 1988 to 2010 
(see “Rescinded Con-Con Applications, 
1988-2010” map). By 2010, the number 
of states with “live” (not rescinded) BBA 
Con-Con applications was 16 (Florida’s 
rescission in 1988 was overridden by a 
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27 states currently have a 
“live” BBA Con-Con application 
(34 states required to force 
Congress to call a Con-Con) 


23 states currently don’t 
have a “live” BBA Con-Con 
application 


13 states targeted by BBA 
Con-Con advocates 
« 


BBA Con-Con reapplication in 2010), 
not 32 as in 1983. Therefore, the Ohio 
and Michigan applications did not trigger 
a convention call. For a detailed listing 
of all states that have applied for a BBA 
Con-Con (1955-2015), all rescissions, 
and all reapplications, see “State Appli- 
cations for a Balanced Budget Amend- 
ment Article V Convention” shown in the 
graphic on page 18 and available at http:// 
www.jbs.org/issues-pages/no-con-con. 


What’s So Special 
About the Constitution? 
Our form of government is based on the 
Declaration of Independence and the Con- 
stitution. The Declaration (1776) asserts 
that (1) rights are God-given, (2) govern- 
ments are instituted to secure those rights, 
and (3) whenever a government fails to se- 
cure those rights, it is the right of the people 
to alter or to abolish that form of govern- 
ment and institute a new government. The 
Constitution was created in 1787 in con- 
formity with the Declaration to institute a 
government that would secure our rights. 
The Constitution was wildly successful 
and produced the freest and most prosper- 
ous nation in history. However, over the 
last century our elected officials have been 
departing more and more from the Consti- 
tution, which has led to the phenomenon 
popularly referred to as our “out-of-con- 
trol” federal government. A better term 
would be our “out-of-compliance-with- 
the-Constitution” federal government. 
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Since most of our nation’s problems 
stem from a lack of adherence to the Con- 
stitution, the best solution is to bring about 
a large-scale, grassroots constitutional 
education campaign to inform voters suf- 
ficiently so that they hold elected officials 
accountable to the Constitution. As Thom- 
as Jefferson famously said, “Ifa nation ex- 
pects to be ignorant and free ... it expects 
what never was and never will be.” 

Solutions such as the Article V conven- 
tion movement, which depend on chang- 
ing the Constitution rather than on creat- 
ing an informed electorate, cannot restore 
our constitutional republic. 

Not only would changing the Constitu- 
tion without informing the electorate not 
work, but subjecting the Constitution to 
revision in a convention of the sovereign 
people, such as an Article V convention, 
would be to expose the Constitution to 
revision by a body with the right to alter 
or abolish our form of government and to 
institute new government. During such a 
process the entire Constitution and Bill 
of Rights, as well as the ratification pro- 
cedure, would be subject to revision. See 
“The Solution Is the Constitution, Not Ar- 
ticle V” in the March 9, 2015 issue of THE 
NEW AMERICAN posted at TheNewAmeri- 
can.com for more information. 

Although a “convention for proposing 
amendments,” as provided for in Article V, 
is absolutely constitutionally sanctioned, 
and the right of the people to alter or abol- 
ish their government is sanctioned by the 


Declaration of Independence, it is unwise, 
given the current lack of understanding of 
and support for constitutional principles by 
our leaders and voters, to work toward hold- 
ing such a convention. The solution is to 
create an informed electorate, not to change 
the Constitution. 


The New BBA Con-Con 
Threat to the Constitution 
After 30 years had elapsed with no new 
BBA Con-Con applications approved, 
and with 16 states rescinding their Con- 
Con applications during that time, the 
momentum changed back in favor of ap- 
plying for a BBA Con-Con in 2013 when 
Ohio applied for one. Over the next three 
years, some states that had rescinded 
their BBA Con-Con applications reap- 
plied. See the map of “BBA Con-Con 
Status December 2015” to see which 
states now have “live” (not rescinded) 
BBA Con-Con applications. There are 
currently 27 states with “live” applica- 
tions, which means that only seven more 
states are needed to apply to reach 34. 
As the map shows, proponents of a BBA 
Con-Con have targeted 13 states in their 
efforts to gain seven more applications. 
Thus, the Constitution is imperiled 
again by the possibility of a constitutional 
convention. This constitutes the new BBA 
Con-Con threat to the Constitution. See 
“The New BBA Con-Con Threat,” THE 
New AMERICAN, October 5, 2015, and 
posted at TheNewAmerican.com, for 
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“State Applications for a Balanced Budget Amendment Article V Convention,” a detailed listing of applications, rescissions, and reapplications 
by state, 1955-2015, and “Model State Con-Con Rescission Resolution” are available at http://www.jbs.org/issues-pages/no-con-con. 


more information about this and about 
how a BBA would tend to legitimize the 
longstanding usurpations of powers by 
federal officials, and how the BBA Con- 
Con movement has never been about re- 
storing adherence to the Constitution’s 
enumerated powers anyway. 

As a measure of just how extensive the 
pro Con-Con movement as a whole has be- 
come in recent years, in 2015 one or more 
Con-Con applications were introduced in 
at least 43 states. Although applications 
were approved in only six of these states 
last year, the proponents of a Con-Con are 
still working hard to bring one about. In re- 
cent years there’s even been an increasing 
degree of cooperation between conserva- 
tive and liberal Con-Con proponents. (See 
“Working Together to Rewrite the Consti- 
tution,” THE NEW AMERICAN, June 9, 2014, 
posted at TheNewAmerican.com.) 


Needed: A New Con-Con 

Rescission Movement 

Those organizations and individuals who 
understand the value of the Constitution 
and the threat to it represented by the Con- 
Con movement must push back with a re- 
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invigorated Con-Con rescission movement. 
See the updated “Model State Con-Con Re- 
scission Resolution” in the graphic on this 
page for a tool to use in working with state 
legislators to get a rescission resolution 
introduced in your state. This model reso- 
lution is based on some of the rescission 
resolutions that were approved during the 
period 1988-2010. However, some of the 
“whereas” sections have been updated with 
new talking points and the directions for 
where state legislatures should send their 
approved resolutions have been updated 
to reflect the new policy for how Congress 
will officially record Article V convention 
applications. Of course, the state legislator 
sponsors in each state will come up with 
the exact wording that suits their situation. 
The highest priority states for getting 
rescission resolutions adopted are revealed 
in the “BBA Con-Con Status December 
2015” map. All 27 states that have “live” 
BBA Con-Con applications are high pri- 
ority for rescission movements. For every 
one of the 27 states that rescinds, the BBA 
Con-Con proponents would have to find a 
new state to get an application approved 
just to stay even. If you start or join a Con- 


Con rescission movement in your state, 
make sure that your rescission resolution 
rescinds a// Article V applications ever ap- 
proved by your state legislature. 

One of the advantages of starting a re- 
scission movement in your state is that it 
creates more fronts in the Con-Con battle 
for proponents to defend. This will take re- 
sources away from the 13 targeted states. 

Those of you living in the following 
states are off the hook as far as working 
on a Con-Con rescission resolution: Ari- 
zona, Idaho, Oklahoma, Oregon, South 
Carolina, Virginia, and Wyoming. These 
seven states have Con-Con rescission 
resolutions that are still in effect and not 
overridden by later reapplications for a 
BBA Article V convention. 


Call to Action 


We urge those of you who understand that 
preserving and restoring our Constitution is 
essential for securing our rights and free- 
doms to read the above to see if your state is 
a high priority for a rescission effort. Ifit is, 
please work with others to get an Article V 
convention rescission resolution introduced 
and passed by your state legislature. Hi 
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A Congressional Scorecard Based on the U.S. Constitution 


Fast-tracking job losses: The “free trade” agreements 

currently in the works, the Trans-Pacific Partnership and the 

Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership, would be like 
‘ NAFTA on steroids. Does anyone really think that fast-tracking 
\ | these agreements would lead to more American jobs? 
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on the U.S. Constitution” rates congressmen based on 
their adherence to constitutional principles of limited 
government, fiscal responsibility, national sovereignty, and a tradi- 
tional foreign policy of avoiding foreign entanglements. To learn 
how any representative or senator voted on the key measures de- 
scribed herein, look him or her up in the vote charts. 
The scores are derived by dividing a congressman’s constitutional 
votes (pluses) by the total number he cast (pluses and minuses) and 
multiplying by 100. The average House score for this index (votes 


GG T he Freedom Index: A Congressional Scorecard Based 
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Our second look at the 114th Congress shows 
how every member of the House and Senate 
voted on key issues such as Trade Promotion 
Authority, the Export-Import Bank, Planned 
Parenthood, and omnibus appropriations. 


17 Trade Promotion Authority. The 
TPA, ie as an amendment to 
an otherwise relatively innocuous bill about 
public safety employment withdrawals, would 
renew the on-again-off-again “fast track au- 
thority” that Congress has often awarded to 
the president over the past several decades. 
The essential features of TPA are: (1) Con- 
gress unconstitutionally delegates its consti- 
tutional authority “to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations” to the executive branch; and 
(2) Congress dramatically increases the prob- 
ability of its approval of foreign trade agree- 
ments negotiated by the executive branch 
by restricting itself to voting up or down by 
simple majority on the agreements, with no 
ability to amend the agreements and with no 
possibility of filibusters in the Senate. 
So-called free-trade agreements that are 
negotiated under “fast track authority,” such 
as the already-existing North American Free 
Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and the pro- 
prosed Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) and 
Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partner- 
ship (TTIP), have in common a structure and 


11-20) is 47 percent, and the average Senate score is 44 percent. In 
the House, 24 representatives earned 100 percent; in the Senate, the 
highest score is 90 percent. We encourage readers to examine how 
their own congressmen voted on each of the 10 key measures, as 
well as overall. We also encourage readers to commend legislators 
for their constitutional votes and to urge improvement where needed. 

This is our second index for the 114th Congress. Our first index for 
the current Congress appeared in our July 20, 2015 issue. An online 
version of the “Freedom Index” is also available (click on “Voting 
Index” at TheNewAmerican.com). 
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114th CONGRESS, Votes 11-20 Freedom Index 


House Vote Scores 


Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
ALABAMA 32 Napolitano (D ) 11% + ? - - - - = = = = 16% 
1 Byrne (R) 78% 2 + + + + - + + - + 68% | 33 Lieu (D) Boece ee = = = = + 33% 
2 Roby (R) 70% - + + + + - + + - + 60% | 34 Becerra (D ) 30% + - + - - - = = = + 30% 
3 Rogers, MikeD.(R) 70% - + + + + - = + + + 68% | 35 Torres (D ) 10% + - - - - - = ee = 15% 
4 Aderholt (R ) (Hh 2 we ok - + + - - 63% | 36 Ruiz (D) 10% + - - - - - ee ee 12% 
5 Brooks, M. (R ) 90% + + + + + - + + + + 80% 37 Bass (D ) Why tee Se = = = = RY 
6 Palmer (R ) LOO 7c um + + + + + 85% | 38 Sanchez,Llinda(D) 20% + - + - - - = ee = 20% 
7 Sewell (D ) 13% - - + 2? - - - 2 = - 6% | 39 Royce (R) Cs 2 ee es fh se = GK 
ALASKA 40 Roybal-Allard (D ) 22% + ? om - 2) . - = 7 16% 
AL Young, D. (R) (Gh 2 2 eo # - + + - - 67% | 41 Takano (D ) 20 ee ee wee tae cee 
42. Calvert (R ) 50% - + + + + a 50% 
pEONe : 43 Waters (D ) 33% + 2? + - = Se = = eh Bike 
1 Kirkpatrick (D ) 25% + 2 + - = - - 2 - = 17% 44 Hahn (D) 00%. ve of ee ee 259% 
ry 9 (i) ‘0 
sa AU) 1 es | ea (i ee 
3 Galaira 22H + 2 - - - = = = = + 32% | 46 Sanchez, Loretta(D) 29% + ? + 2? - - - - 2? - 18% 
4 Gosar (R ) 100% #? + + + + + + + + + ee 47 Lowenthal (D) WSs ced BS GEE SSS es 25% 
5 Salmon ) i A i a aes ee ee ee ee) 48 Rohrabacher (R) 100% + 7? + + + + + + + + 95% 
6 Schweikert (R ) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 75% 49 Issa (R) iis ee GO 
) 2 0 
7 Gallego, Ruben (D) 20% + = = = eS Pe Se 50 Hunter (R ) 80% + + + + + - + + = + 75% 
8 Franks (R ) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 75% Fee Ty Se ee ae 1% 
9 Sinema (D ) U0 he = Se ee RE . ; ; 
52 Peters, S. (D ) 10% - - + - = - oe eee 5% 
ARKANSAS 53 Davis, S. (D) nn 
1 Crawford (R) NWS = de gk dk ak ode kM COLORADO 
2 Hill (R) 70% - + + + + + + + - - 60% 1 DeGette (D ) 00% + - to ee Lee ee 20% 
3, Womack (R ) 50% - + + + + - - + - = 50% 2 Polis (D ) 20%. - # . ole 20% 
4 Westerman (R ) 80% - + + + + + + + - + 65% 3 Tipton (R) 80% - + + + + + + te +) 8% 
CALIFORNIA 4 Buck (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 85% 
1 LaMalfa (R ) 50 ean a oa Se a ODO 5 Lamborn (R ) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 74% 
2 Huffman (D ) 22% + ? + - = - rr ee 21% 6 Coffman (R ) 70% - + + + + + + + - - 60% 
3 Garamendi (D ) AUS dpe ap es S53 2 = 2 2M 7 Perlmutter (D ) 20% + - + - - - = = = = 16% 
4 McClintock (R ) 80% - + + + + + + + - + 67% CONNECTICUT 
5 Thompson,M.(D) 22% + - + - ? - ee ee 11% ee) DEE EE I ae SS ee ae 25% 
& Maisul )) a a — ve 2 Courtney (D) 22% + 2? + - = - ee ee 26% 
Dene) es | esa a emer re ee ae gees a 
8 Cook (R) 56% + 2? + + + - = + = = 58% 4 Himes (D ) oe eG —— 0% 
9 McNerney (D ) Ws &@ 2 de a 5 Soe os 6 8 50h 5 Esy (D) 50% ae eet ee 
10 Denham (R ) 50% - + + + + a 45% 2 ° 
11 DeSaulnier (D ) 10% + - - - - - ee ee 15% | DELAWARE 
12 Pelosi (D ) 20% + - + - - - = = = - 20% | AL Carney (D ) 30% + - + - - ee D5 
13 Lee, B. (D) 22% + - + ? - - oe ee 33% FLORIDA 
14 Speier (D ) 20% + - + - - SF 24% 1 Miller, J. (R) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 75% 
15 Swalwell (D ) 20% + - + - = - = = = = 20% 2 Graham, G. (D) 30% + + + - - - ee ee 25% 
16 Costa (D ) 0% - - + - - iS 15% 3 Yoho (R) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 79% 
17 Honda (D ) LoS ec Se cee 4 Crenshaw (R ) 50% - + + + + a 50% 
18 Eshoo (D) ae oe eee ———E CC a Se 
19 Lofgren (D ) NS oe es soe ee | 8% 6 DeSantis (R ) 89% - 2? + + + + + + + + 74% 
Ay _ 5 a ee 
21 Valadao (R) eee see ee 8 Posey (R ) 90% + + + + + + + + - + 90% 
22 Nunes (R ) 50% - + + + + - = +t = = 50% 9 Grayson (D ) BO DP dk ee & 5 5 5 6 gM 
23 McCarthy (R ) Sl piles eae eS 55% 10 Webster (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + 2? + 79% 
24 Capps (D ) 10% + = - - - ea 11 Nugent (R ) 80% + + + + + t+ + + - - 75% 
25 Knight (R) Ge ee ee 12 Bilirakis (R ) 70% - + + + + + + + - = 65% 
26 Brownley (D ) 20% + - + - - - 7 = = = 20% | 43 Jolly (R) Bie Do ees gS es Se Se SE 
27 Chu (D ) SS cian Se is es 14 Castor (D ) 20% + - + - = - = = = = 20% 
28 Schiff (D) 20% + = + - 20% | oe (R) 70% - + + + + + + + - = 60% 
29 Cardenas (D ) 20 oS ee eS Se Ses 16 Buchanan (R ) 50% - + + + + - = + = = 53% 
30 Sherman (D ) 0% + - - - - - ee = 15% |) 97 Rooney (R) (0% 2 fh ob A & oof & ce (AN 
31 Aguilar (D ) ee | 1s Murphy, P (D) 0% & = hoe» & 2 2 = © 20% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “‘?” means a rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” Ifa rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 20, 22, and 24. 
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purpose to create supranational political 
entities that would supersede the national 
independence of the United States. Genu- 
ine free trade would mean the absence of 
government involvement, but these agree- 
ments entail more than just trade and put 
the United States on a trajectory to region- 
al governance similar to Europe’s trajec- 
tory from the Common Market to the EU. 

The House passed TPA on June 18, 
2015 by a vote of 218 to 208 (Roll Call 
374). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because TPA would facilitate the subordi- 
nation of the national independence of the 
United States to regional blocs of nations 
in a process that is leading toward a world 
government. 


1 7. (Death Panel) Repeal. 

H.R. 1190, the Protecting Seniors’ 
Access to Medicare Act of 2015, would 
repeal the provisions of ObamaCare pro- 
viding for the Independent Payment Ad- 
visory Board (IPAB), otherwise known 
as the “death panel.” Representative Phil 
Roe, M.D. (R-Tenn.), who sponsored H.R. 
1190, described IPAB as “an unelected, 
unaccountable panel of bureaucrats” and 
“one of the worst parts of the president’s 
health care law.” Following passage of the 
bill, Roe released a statement saying in 
part, “After practicing medicine for more 
than 30 years, I can tell you that no two 
patients are the same; that different ap- 
proaches are required for different needs. 
IPAB is blind to this fact — and will ration 
seniors’ access to care through one-size- 
fits-all payment policies.” 

The House passed H.R. 1190 on June 
23, 2015 by a vote of 244 to 154 (Roll Call 
376). We have assigned pluses to the yeas 
because the Constitution does not autho- 
rize the federal government to interfere in 
healthcare, let alone ration it by deciding 
who should and should not receive medi- 
cal care. 


1 Common Core. During consid- 

eration of the Student Success Act 
(H.R. 5), Representative Lee Zeldin (R- 
N.Y.) introduced an amendment that would 
allow states to withdraw from the Common 
Core State Standards or any other specific 
standards, if they choose, without fear of 
any direct or indirect penalty from the fed- 
eral government. 

The House adopted Zeldin’s amend- 
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ment on July 8, 2015 by a vote of 373 
to 57 (Roll Call 410). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because the federal gov- 
ernment has no constitutional authority to 
interject itself into the education sector, 
and Common Core is intended to create 
a national curriculum leading to national- 
ized education. 


1 A iaior Regulations. This bill 

(H.R. 427) is entitled the “Regula- 
tions From the Executive in Need of Scru- 
tiny Act” and is also known as the REINS 
Act. It would prohibit the executive branch 
from putting into effect major rules — rules 
having an economic impact of at least $100 
million per year — until those rules are ap- 
proved by Congress. The intent of the legis- 
lation is to rein in the executive from usurp- 
ing legislative powers via executive fiat. 

The House passed the REINS Act on 
July 28, 2015 by a vote of 243 to 165 (Roll 
Call 482). We have assigned pluses to the 
yeas because all legislative powers in the 
Constitution are vested in Congress, not 
the executive branch. Mandatory rules is- 
sued by the executive branch might not be 
called laws, but they have the same effect 
as laws, and what they are called does not 
change the reality. 


1 eae Planned Parenthood. 

This bill (H.R. 3134) would cut off 
federal funding of Planned Parenthood and 
its clinics and affiliates for one year, un- 
less they certify that they will not perform 
abortions, and will not provide money to 


any entity that performs abortions, during 
the one-year moratorium. Overall funding 
would not be reduced, since the funding 
prohibited to Planned Parenthood, the na- 
tion’s largest abortion provider, would in- 
stead be redirected to community health 
centers that do not perform abortions. The 
legislation includes exceptions for abor- 
tions in cases of rape or incest, or when 
the mother’s life is endangered. 

The House passed H.R. 3134 on Septem- 
ber 18, 2015 by a vote of 241 to 187 (Roll 
Call 505). We have assigned pluses to the 
yeas because the federal government should 
not, and has no constitutional authority to, 
subsidize the killing of innocent human life. 


1 Te Bank. This bill 
(H.R. 597), the Export-Import Bank 
Reform and Reauthorization Act of 2015, 
would reauthorize the Export-Import 
Bank’s charter through fiscal 2019. Addi- 
tionally, the bill would reduce the limit on 
the Ex-Im Bank’s outstanding loans, guar- 
antees, and insurance from $140 billion to 
$135 billion, as well as prohibit the bank 
from issuing new loans if the default rate 
reaches two percent. Under the new charter, 
the Ex-Im Bank would be required to in- 
crease the amount of its financing dedicated 
to small businesses from 20 to 25 percent, 
and be subject to a Government Account- 
ability Office audit every four years. 

The House passed H.R. 597 on October 
27, 2015 by a vote of 313 to 118 (Roll Call 
576). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because the Export-Import Bank is a poster 


AP Images 7 


Defunding death: While Planned Parenthood insists that cutting off federal funds to the 
organization would prevent women from having access to contraceptives and screening services, 
such services are readily available at other clinics that don’t also provide abortions. 
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Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
19 Clawson (R ) 100% + + + ? + + + + + + 89% 
20 Hastings (D ) 20% + - + - =| - ee ee 22% 
21 Deutch (D ) W% + = ? = = = 5 = i = 22% 
22 Frankel (D ) 20% + - + - | - = = = = 26% 
23 Wasserman Schultz(D)0% - - - - - - 5 es ee 10% 
24 Wilson, E (D ) 22% + 727? + - = - ee ee 21% 
25 Diaz-Balart (R ) 50% - + + + + a 45% 
26 Curbelo (R ) 50% - + + + + = oe ak = = 45% 
27 Ros-Lehtinen (R ) 50% - + + + + a 45% 
GEORGIA 
1 Carter, E.L. (R ) 60% - + + + + - + + - - 60% 
2 Bishop, S. (D ) 30% + - + a 30% 
3 Westmoreland, L.(R) 78% + ? + + + + + + - = 74% 
4 Johnson, H. (D ) 20% + - - - - -~ = = = + 25% 
5 Lewis (D ) 20% + - + - - - ee ee 25% 
6 Price, T. (R) WY 2 #£ 2 fon Bow om 2 5 OM 
7 Woodall (R ) 60% - + + + + - + Ft - - 55% 
8 Scott, A. (R ) WOR = de de od dks 
9 Collins, D. (R ) 80% + + + + + + + + - = 75% 
10 Hice (R ) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 75% 
11 Loudermilk (R ) 80% - + + + + + + + + - 70% 
12 Allen (R ) WY = £ 2 8 on Bo de os OM 
13 Scott, D. (D ) 30% + + + - = - ee ee 25% 
14 Graves, T. (R ) GR = t 4 2 ak + + 2? - - 61% 
HAWAII 
1 Takai (D ) 4% + - - - - 2? - 2 2 - 18% 
2 Gabbard (D ) 30% + + + - - “oe Se 25% 
IDAHO 
1 Labrador (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 95% 
2 Simpson (R ) 50% - + + + + a 50% 
ILLINOIS 
1 Rush (D ) W% + - - - - - = 2 =~ 19% 
2 Kelly, R. (D) 2% + = € FY = - ee ee 21% 
3, Lipinski (D ) 30% + - + - + - ee ee 33% 
4 Gutierrez (D ) 22% + PF = = = - = = = + 25% 
5 Quigley (D ) 10% - - + - = - ee ee 5% 
6 Roskam (R ) 6 = 4 gh sk ak Po db db = = (51% 
7 Davis, D. (D ) 20% + - + - = - ee ee 26% 
8 Duckworth (D ) 20% + - + - - nc cs 18% 
9 Schakowsky (D ) 20% + - + - = - oe ef ee 25% 
10 Dold (R) 30% - + + + - 2 8 = @ @ 30% 
11 Foster (D ) 20% + + - - = - ee ee 15% 
12 Bost (R) 50% - + + + + a 50% 
13 Davis, R. (R) 56% 2? + + + + a ee eae 56% 
14 Hultgren (R) WY = #£ 2 fon edb ee (HE 
15 Shimkus (R ) 60% - + + + + - + +t - - 55% 
16 Kinzinger (R ) 50% - + + + + oe 50% 
17 Bustos (D ) 20% + - + - - - ee ee 20% 
18 LaHood (R ) 67% - er ee ee en G04 
INDIANA 
1 Visclosky (D ) 20% + - + - = - ee ee 21% 
2 Walorski (R ) G5 = & oe 4 dk - + t+ - - 63% 
3 Stutzman (R ) 89% - + + + + + + 2? + + 74% 
4 Rokita (R) WY 2 Fe ee ee Oc 
5 Brooks, S. (R ) 50% - + + + + a 50% 
6 Messer (R ) G5 = d 4 4 a bos & = = (S0% 
7 Carson (D ) 10% + - - - - - ee ee 10% 
8 Bucshon (R ) Gm = &£ 2 A # - + Ft - - 55% 
9 Young, T. (R ) 80% - + + + + + + + - + 65% 
IOWA 
1 Blum (R) 80% - + + + + + + + - + 70% 
2 Loebsack (D ) WU = db 5 = = 2 = = = REM 


Freedom Index 
Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
3, Young, D. (R) 80% - + + + + + + + - + 70% 
4 King, S. (R) 89% - + + + ? + + + + + 78% 
KANSAS 
1 Huelskamp (R ) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 85% 
2 Jenkins, L. (R ) 80% - + + + + + + + - + 70% 
3 Yoder (R ) 70% - + + + + - + + + - 65% 
4 Pompeo (R ) 80% - + + + + + + + - + 74% 
KENTUCKY 
1 Whitfield (R ) 78% - + + + + > + + - + 61% 
2 Guthrie (R ) Gs = #2 2 2 # + - +¢+ - | 58% 
3 Yarmuth (D ) 10% + - - - - - = eee 20% 
4 Massie (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 100% 
5 Rogers, H. (R) 50% - + + + + ee 50% 
6 Barr (R) 60% - + + + + + - + - - 60% 
LOUISIANA 
1 Scalise (R ) 60% - + + + + ff lec gh ees 55% 
2 Richmond (D ) 22% + - + 2? | =P =) ee 22% 
3, Boustany (R ) 60% - + + + + - + + + - 55% 
4 Fleming (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 90% 
5 Abraham (R ) 80% - + + + + + + + - + 65% 
6 Graves, G. (R ) MO = dh of a # = & & & & HOM 
MAINE 
1 Pingree (D ) 10% + - - - ee 20% 
2 Poliquin (R ) (i 2 2 2 of A se = & = = GOM% 
MARYLAND 
1 Harris (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 85% 
2 Ruppersberger (D) 25% + - + - - = - ? ? = 22% 
3, Sarbanes (D ) 10% + - - - - - ee ee 20% 
4 Edwards (D ) 10% + - - - - = 4 25% 
5 Hoyer (D ) 20% + - + - - - = eee 20% 
6 Delaney (D ) 0% 2 = #& = = oe & & = & 15% 
7 Cummings (D ) 10% + - - - - - oe eee 15% 
8 Van Hollen (D ) 10% + - - - - ne 20% 
MASSACHUSETTS 
1 Neal (D ) 20% + 4+ - - - - ee ee 20% 
2 McGovern (D ) 20% + - + - - 22 = ieee Te 30% 
3, Tsongas (D ) 20% + - + - - - ee ee 30% 
4 Kennedy (D ) 22% + - + - = te ee? 21% 
5 Clark, K. (D ) 10% + - - - - - eee 25% 
6 Moulton (D ) RM d= do = = eos = = = ROM 
7 Capuano (D ) 30% + + + - = - = = = = 35% 
8 Iynch (D ) 22% + - + 2? | = = 2 = 22% 
9 Keating (D ) 20% + + - = - - 2 16% 
MICHIGAN 
1 Benishek (R ) 50% + + + + a 55% 
2 Huizenga (R ) 70% - + + + + + + + = = 65% 
3 Amash (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 95% 
4 Moolenaar (R ) 60% - + + + + - + + - - 55% 
5 Kildee (D ) 11% + - - - - oe ay, 16% 
6 Upton (R) 50% - + + + + a a ee 50% 
7 Walberg (R ) WO 2 & Bo 4 bo = = (A 
8 Bishop, M. (R) 70% - + + + + + + + - - 60% 
9 Levin (D ) 22% + - + 2? - - oe eee 21% 
10 Miller, C. (R) 50% - + + + + a 50% 
11 Trott (R) (0% = #2 2  & - + + - - 58% 
12 Dingell (D ) 10% + - - - - - = eee 15% 
13 Conyers (D ) 1% # = «© BP « ce = = = = Ry 
14 Lawrence (D ) 20% + - + - - - = eee 25% 
MINNESOTA 
1 Walz (D ) 10% + - - - - eee 2096) 
2 Kline, J. (R) 50% - + + + + a 50% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” Ifa rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 20, 22, and 24. 
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boy for corporate cronyism. The govern- 
ment finances or insures foreign purchases 
from U.S. companies that commercial 
banks are unwilling or unable to finance 
owing to the political or commercial risks 
inherent in the deals, leaving taxpayers on 
the hook in the event of default. Consti- 
tutionally speaking, the U.S. government 
should not be underwriting private busi- 
nesses at taxpayers’ expense, regardless of 
whether or not such businesses are small, 
“mom and pop” companies. 


1 fed the Spending Cap and 

Suspending the National Debt 
Limit. This bill (H.R. 1314) would sus- 
pend the national debt limit until March 
15, 2017, at which time the ceiling on how 
much money the federal government is al- 
lowed to borrow would be reestablished 
at the size of the federal debt at that time. 
The bill would also raise caps intended to 
limit “discretionary” federal spending by 
$50 billion for fiscal 2016 and $30 billion 
for fiscal 2017. 

The House agreed to the legislation on 
October 28, 2015 by a vote of 266 to 167 
(Roll Call 579). We have assigned pluses 
to the nays because the federal government 
should live within its means, suspending 
the debt limit is even worse than raising it, 
and most of the spending responsible for the 
ballooning national debt is unconstitutional. 


1 Grower Plant Emissions. This 
legislation (Senate Joint Resolution 
24) would disapprove of and nullify the 
Environmental Protection Agency’s rule 
relating to “Carbon Pollution Emission 
Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sourc- 
es: Electric Utility Generating Units,” 
published on October 23, 2015. Accord- 
ing to Congressional Quarterly, the EPA 
tule “sets different emissions targets for 
49 states based on their existing energy 
profile and requires each state to reduce 
emissions by a certain amount by 2030.” 
Upon passage of the bill by the House of 
Representatives, Senator Shelley Moore 
Capito (R-W.Va.), the original Senate 
sponsor, said in a statement, “Hardwork- 
ing families cannot afford these crushing 
regulations that threaten jobs and afford- 
able energy while doing little to actually 
improve the environment.” 
The House adopted S. J. Res. 24 on De- 
cember 1, 2015 by a vote of 242 to 180 
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Not every student succeeds: Though the federal government has been subsidizing K-12 schooling 
for decades, academic performance, on average, continues to decline among American kids. The 
newest iteration of unconstitutional federal intervention into education will likely continue the trend. 


(Roll Call 650). We have assigned pluses 
to the yeas because the federal govern- 
ment should not hinder existing power 
plants with regulations that stifle energy 
production and increase rates, there is no 
authorization in the Constitution for the 
federal government to interfere in the en- 
ergy sector, and CO, is not a pollutant. 


1 Sada This bill (S. 1177), the 

Every Student Succeeds Act (first 
introduced as the Every Child Achieves 
Act), would reauthorize the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act (ESAA) 
for four years, through fiscal 2020. The 
bill would replace the No Child Left Be- 
hind Act and continue the requirement for 
regular standardized testing in core subject 
areas such as math, reading, and science, 
with scores for the standardized tests to be 
separated by categories such as race and 
income to determine if any “subgroup” is 
lagging academically. The bill would also 
require states to develop plans to help low- 
performing public schools. 

The House passed S. 1177 on December 
2, 2015 by a vote of 359 to 64 (Roll Call 
665). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because the federal government has no con- 
stitutional authority to be involved with ed- 
ucation; nowhere in the U.S. Constitution is 
education listed as one of the government’s 
enumerated powers. K-12 education, if 
publicly funded, should be run primarily 
by parents coordinating with local school 
districts rather than by a centralized bureau- 
cracy out of Washington, D.C. 


2 Omnibus Appropriations. The 

omnibus appropriations bill (H.R. 
2029) would provide $1.15 trillion in 
“discretionary” appropriations in fiscal 
2016 for federal departments and agencies 
covered by the 12 unfinished fiscal 2016 
spending bills. This represents an overall 
increase in discretionary spending of five 
percent over 2015 levels. 

The omnibus bill would continue 
funding for President Obama’s 2012 
unconstitutional amnesty, which has al- 
ready granted work permits to around 
700,000 illegal aliens, as well as the 
ability to receive tax credits and federal 
entitlement programs. It also continues 
funding for all of President Obama’s 
refugee programs. Furthermore, the 
omnibus continues federal funding for 
Planned Parenthood despite the wide- 
spread demand from voters to stop these 
funds. 

The House agreed to the omnibus ap- 
propriations bill on December 18, 2015 
by a vote of 316 to 113 (Roll Call 705). 
We have assigned pluses to the nays be- 
cause with this omnibus bill members of 
Congress are failing to address their fis- 
cally and constitutionally irresponsible 
budgeting and appropriating process that 
is currently yielding annual federal defi- 
cits measured in the hundreds of billions 
of dollars, as well as minimizing their 
accountability to the voters by combin- 
ing all discretionary federal spending for 
fiscal 2016 into one gigantic “take it or 
leave it” bill. Hl 
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114th CONGRESS, Votes 11-20 Freedom Index 


Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
3 Paulsen (R ) 60% - + + + + - + to - 55% 10 Nadler (D ) 20% + - + - - - = = = = 30% 
4 McCollum (D ) 10% + - - - - - 5 8 ee 15% 11 Donovan (R ) 60% + + + + + a 62% 
5 Ellison (D ) 20% + - - - - - = = = + 30% 12 Maloney, C. (D ) 20% + - + - - ee 20% 
6 Emmer (R ) 80% - + + + + + + + - + 65% 13 Rangel (D ) 11% + - - ? - - ee ee 16% 
7 Peterson (D ) Gy 2 & £ A OA ee 55% 14 Crowley (D ) 20% + - + - - - = 2 2 20% 
8 Nolan (D ) 10% + - - - - - = = = = 25% 15 Serrano (D ) 20% + - + - - - = = = = 25% 
MISSISSIPPI 16 Engel (D ) 22% + 2? + - - See Se ee Ps 
1 Kelly, (R) 75% 2 2? + + + - + + + - 60% 17 Lowey (D ) 20% + - + = - - 7 = 7 = 20% 
2 Thompson,B.(D) 33% + - + 2? - eee 22% 18 Maloney, S. (D ) 30% + + + - - 2 ee 25%) 
3 Harper (R) Miva aR Re - 2 ee 55% | 19 Gibson, C. (R) 60% + + + + + - = + = = 60% 
4 Palazzo (R) 70% - + + + + - + + - 65% | 20 Tonko (D) ae Sees 
21 Stefanik (R ) 50% - + + + + - - + - - 50% 
MISSOURI » | 22 Hanna (R) i Sosa aes 
1 Clay (D ) 07s sts ie ee | 23 Reed 1 (R) 50% - + + + + - = + - = 50% 
2 Wagner (R ) 50% - ? + + ? - + + = = 50% | 94 Katko (R) AV Rar i eee eles Hoe a 5 & 6 eS 
3, Iuetkemeyer (R ) 50% - + + + + et ee 50% 25 Slaughter (D ) 22% + - £ - - nn 
4 Hartzler (R ) 50% - + + + + - et = = 55% 26 Higgins (D) i a Le ea NG i's 
5 Cleaver (D ) oS ae ee Sere ad See IVES 27 Collins, C. (R ) 60% + + + + + - = + - = 60% 
6 Graves, S. (R ) 60% - + + + + - + + - - 61% 
7 Long (R) WS - + + - + 63% | NORTH CAROLINA 
8 Smith, J. (R) 80% - + + + + - + + + + 70% 1 Butterfield (D ) 22 ee Sa ee 16% 
2 Ellmers (R ) 60% - + + + + - + + - = 50% 
ee 3, Jones (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 95% 
AL Zinke (R ) 60% - + + + + - + te - 55% 4 Price, D. (D) 10% + - - - - ter rrmercemaes 15% 
NEBRASKA 5 Foxx (R) 70% - + + + + + + + - - 65% 
1 Fortenberry (R ) 56% - + + + ? - = + = + 58% 6 Walker (R ) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 70% 
2 Ashford (D ) 30% - + + - - Ss os gh cs = BBM 7 Rouzer (R ) 70% - + + + + + + + - - 60% 
3 Smith, Adrian (R ) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 75% 8 Hudson (R ) 78% - + + + + + 2? + - + 68% 
NEVADA 9 Pittenger (R ) (0% 2 ow 4 + - + - | 55% 
1 Titus (D) i eee eta ae ae ae gt wee 21% 10 McHenry (R ) 60% - + + + + + - Ft ee 60% 
2 Amodei (R ) 70% - + + + + - + + - + 67% | 11 Meadows (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 80% 
3 Heck, J. (R) GO = db db ok ak + + + - + 70% | 12 Adams (D ) 20% + - + - - - = = = = GS 
4 Hardy (R) 70% - + + + + - + + = +. 60% 13 Holding (R ) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 75% 
NEW HAMPSHIRE NORTH DAKOTA 
1 Guinta (R ) 80% - + + + + - + + + + 70% | AL Cramer (R) 90% = + tot + - =F == 50% 
2 Kuster (D ) 10% + - - - = - > + - = 15% | OHIO 
NEW JERSEY 1 Chabot (R ) 80% - + + + + + + + + - 70% 
1 Norcross (D ) 50 ee ee ei Tae ae 20% 2 Wenstrup (R ) 80% - + + + + + + + + - 70% 
2 LoBiondo (R ) 60% + + + + + - - + = = 60% 3 Beatty (D ) 20 ee eS Spares Te aaa es - 20% 
3 MacArthur (R ) Gk & A wk et Sear mae 60% 4 Jordan (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 90% 
4 Smith, C. (R) 70% + + + + + - + t+ - = 65% 5 Latta (R ) 80% - + + + + arse he ae AN 
5 Garrett (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + 2? + 84% 6 Johnson, B. (R) 50% = + + + + ee ae ee 50% 
6 Pallone (D ) 200% + - + - = ee ee 2% 7 Gibbs, B. (R) 70% - + + + + - + + - + 60% 
7 Lance (R) RWS = de da bod ok sk OE 8 Boehner (R ) aa a a te 
8 Sires (D) 0% + - - - - - - - - + 15% | E2aRapaietby AN Se Sane Hee aa ee cia eesti eer cee Ui 
9 Pascrell (D ) 5 Li ee Ee eT eS 10% 10 Turner (R ) 50% - + + + + a 50% 
10 Payne (D ) 09% 29 Br a cae Bode te we 13% 11 Fudge (D ) 22% + - + 2? | - ee ee 21% 
11 Frelinghuysen (R) 50% - + + + + - - + - = 50% | 12 Tiberi (R) 90% = + + + + - = + = = 50% 
12 WatsonColeman(D) 20% + - + - - - ee ee 25% 13 Ryan, T. (D ) l0%es EE Sees eile anes 22% 
NEW MEXICO 14 Joyce (R) 60% + + + + + - - + - = 60% 
‘ ; 15 Stivers (R ) 50% - + + + + 5 ob = = 50% 
1 LujanGrisham,M.(D)11% + - - ? - a eee 16% 16 Renacci (R ) 60% - + + + + - + + - - 55% 
2 Pearce (R ) 70% + + + + «+ - + + - - 65% 
3, Lujan, B. (D ) 700 ne - - - - = 20% | OKLAHOMA 
NEW YORK 1 Bridenstine (R ) 90% + + + + + - + + + + 85% 
‘ 2 Mullin (R ) 60% - + + + + - + + - 55% 
1 Zeldin (R ) 70% + + + + + - + + - = 65% 5 
: 3 Lucas (R ) 44% - + + 2 + - - + - - 47% 
2 King, P (R) 50% - + + + + a 50% 4 Coll oe == 55 oe 5 
‘ole (R ) 50% + + + + + 50% 
3 Israel (D ) 20% Pe ae en A 5 Russell (R ) (WR 4 PB ew et do = (ie 
4 Rice, K. (D ) 10% - - + - - - ee ee 10% 
5 Meeks (D ) 14% - - + 7? - - 7? - ? - 12% | OREGON 
6 Meng (D ) Me & pe BS Se 1 Bonamici (D ) 10% - - + - - - = = = = 15% 
7 Velazquez (D ) 20% + - + - - - - - = = 20% | 2 Walden (R) iain oie cae Ses ees meet 
8 Jeffries (D) 22% + Da = is 2 ie 2 as 16% 3, Blumenauer (D ) 0% a fa = = = = ie 7. Bs = 11% 
9 Clarke, Y. (D) 20% + - + - = - - = = = 25% | 4 DeFazio (D ) AUS Ee as Se 20% 
5 Schrader (D ) 10% - - - - - - = = = + 15% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” Ifa rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 20, 22, and 24. 
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Votes: 11-20 
PENNSYLVANIA 
1 Brady, R. (D ) 10% 
2 Fattah (D ) 10% 
3 Kelly (R) 70% 
4 Perry (R) 100% 
5 Thompson,G.(R) 50% 
6 Costello (R ) 50% 
7 Meehan (R ) 60% 
8 Fitzpatrick (R ) 50% 
9 Shuster (R ) 60% 
10 Marino (R ) 67% 
11 Barletta (R ) 70% 
12 Rothfus (R ) 100% 
13 Boyle (D ) 20% 
14 Doyle (D ) 20% 
15 Dent (R) 40% 
16 Pitts (R ) 60% 
17 Cartwright (D ) 20% 
18 Murphy, T. (R ) 60% 
RHODE ISLAND 
1 Cicilline (D ) 20% 
2 Langevin (D ) 20% 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
1 Sanford (R ) 80% 
2 Wilson, J. (R) 50% 
3, Duncan, Jeff (R ) 100% 
4 Gowdy (R ) 90% 
5 Mulvaney (R ) 100% 
6 Clyburn (D ) 13% 
7 Rice, T. (R) 60% 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
AL Noem (R ) 70% 
TENNESSEE 
1 Roe (R) 80% 
2 Duncan, John (R ) 90% 
3, Fleischmann (R ) 70% 
4 DesjJarlais (R ) 90% 
5 Cooper (D ) 10% 
6 Black, D. (R ) 80% 
7 Blackburn,M.(R) 90% 
8 Fincher (R ) 57% 
9 Cohen (D ) 10% 
TEXAS 
1 Gohmert (R ) 100% 
2 Poe (R) 70% 
3, Johnson, S. (R ) 90% 
4 Ratcliffe (R ) 90% 
5 Hensarling (R ) 70% 
6 Barton (R ) 60% 
7 Culberson (R ) 67% 
8 Brady, K. (R) 50% 
9 Green, A. (D ) 22% 
10 McCaul (R ) 70% 
11 Conaway (R ) 60% 
12 Granger (R ) 50% 
13 Thornberry (R ) 50% 
14 Weber (R ) 70% 
15 Hinojosa (D ) 0% 
16 O'Rourke (D ) 10% 
17 Flores (R ) 70% 
18 Jackson Lee (D ) 25% 
19 Neugebauer (R ) 70% 


11 


12 13 


wt eet ttt 


v4 + 


+ + 


~~ tt ttt 


fs 


+ 


+++ 4 


t+ tt ee est 


~ +t tote tet 


+ 


t+ tee ttteeetteeeest 


++ ee eet + + 


+ 


t+ te ete ttt 


14 


t+ tee etttetee 


+ + 


~~ +t et et tet ‘ 


t+ +t et 


+t eee ete ett 


t+ +e te tetetst 


t+ +++ t+ 


+ + + 4 


17 


t+ tee eteteteee 


+ + 


t+ +e eet et 


+++ 4+ 4+ 


19 


1-20 


15% 
15% 
60% 
79% 
50% 
50% 
55% 
50% 
55% 
58% 
58% 
85% 
22% 
26% 
45% 
55% 
25% 
55% 


25% 
20% 


75% 
58% 
89% 
79% 
90% 
17% 
60% 


70% 


71% 
85% 
63% 
84% 
10% 
68% 
72% 
53% 
16% 


90% 
65% 
74% 
75% 
65% 
58% 
63% 
50% 
21% 
65% 
60% 
58% 
50% 
65% 

0% 
10% 
65% 
17% 
65% 


Votes: 11-20 


20 Castro (D ) 22% 


21 Smith, Lamar (R ) 80% 
22 Olson (R ) 70% 
23 Hurd (R ) 60% 
24 Marchant (R ) 78% 
25 Williams (R ) 88% 
26 Burgess (R ) 80% 
27 Farenthold (R ) 100% 
28 Cuellar (D ) 38% 
29 Green, G. (D ) 20% 
30 Johnson, E. (D ) 13% 
31 Carter, J. (R) 50% 
32 Sessions, P. (R ) 60% 
33 Veasey (D ) 20% 
34 Vela (D ) 22% 
35 Doggett (D ) 30% 
36 Babin (R ) 90% 
UTAH 
1 Bishop, R. (R) 80% 
2 Stewart (R ) 78% 
3 Chaffetz (R ) 80% 
4 Love (R) 80% 
VERMONT 
AL Welch (D ) 30% 
VIRGINIA 
1 Wittman (R ) 90% 
2 Rigell (R ) 50% 
3 Scott, R. (D ) 20% 
4 Forbes (R ) 80% 
5 Hurt (R ) 80% 
6 Goodlatte (R ) 80% 
7 Brat (R ) 100% 
8 Beyer (D ) 0% 
9 Griffith (R ) 80% 
10 Comstock (R ) 50% 
11 Connolly (D ) 10% 
WASHINGTON 
1 DelBene (D ) 10% 
2 Larsen, R. (D ) 10% 
3 Herrera Beutler (R) 56% 
4 Newhouse (R ) 60% 


5 McMorris Rodgers (R )50% 


6 Kilmer (D ) 10% 
7 McDermott (D ) 20% 
8 Reichert (R ) 50% 
9 Smith, Adam (D ) 22% 
10 Heck, D. (D ) 20% 
WEST VIRGINIA 
1 McKinley (R ) 90% 
2 Mooney (R ) 100% 
3, Jenkins, E. (R ) 70% 
WISCONSIN 
1 Ryan, P (R) 63% 
2 Pocan (D ) 20% 
3 Kind (D ) 10% 
4 Moore (D ) 22% 
5 Sensenbrenner (R) 70% 
6 Grothman (R ) 60% 
7 Duffy (R) 70% 
8 Ribble (R) 60% 
WYOMING 
AL Lummis (R ) 100% 
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33% 
26% 
17% 
53% 
60% 
20% 
21% 
20% 
70% 


68% 
72% 
68% 
74% 


37% 


75% 
45% 
20% 
63% 
65% 
65% 
90% 
10% 
70% 
50% 
10% 


5% 

5% 
58% 
55% 
50% 

5% 
20% 
50% 
27% 
20% 


75% 
95% 
65% 


56% 
30% 

5% 
28% 
65% 
60% 
65% 
55% 


80% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote; a “P” 


means he voted “present.” Ifa rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 20, 22, and 24. 
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Kicking the hornet’s nest: Arming the Iraqi Kurds as a way of fighting ISIS by proxy could only 


lead to more trouble and destabilization while alienating our so-called allies in the region. Turkey 
and Iraq, for instance, are strongly opposed to any U.S. military assistance to the Kurds. 


During consideration of 
the National Defense Authorization 
bill (H.R. 1735), Senator John McCain (R- 
Ariz.) introduced an amendment to ensure 
that the entire U.S. government complies 
with interrogation techniques permitted by 
Army Field Manual 2-22.3. Specifically, 
any individual in the custody of any U.S. 
government agent or detained at any U.S. 
government facility shall not be subjected 
to any interrogation technique, such as wa- 
terboarding, not authorized by Army Field 
Manual 2-22.3, entitled “Human Intelli- 
gence Collector Operations.” The amend- 
ment would also require that the Red 
Cross be allowed access to any detained 
individual. McCain’s amendment would 
require the U.S. secretary of defense to 
review Army Field Manual 2-22.3 every 
three years and revise it, if necessary, to 
ensure compliance with legal obligations 
of the United States, such as those con- 
tained within the Geneva Convention. 
The Senate adopted McCain’s amend- 
ment on June 16, 2015 by a vote of 78 to 21 
(Roll Call 209). We have assigned pluses 
to the yeas because any form of torture is 
a violation of a person’s God-given rights, 
regardless of whether or not the person is 
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a USS. citizen. In fact, the Eighth Amend- 
ment to the U.S. Constitution prohibits 
“cruel and unusual punishment.” The U.S. 
government is not above the rule of law, 
and any government agency or agent must 
be held accountable to a standard that re- 
spects human rights and dignity. 


During con- 
sideration of the National Defense 
Authorization bill (H.R. 1735), Senator 
Joni Ernst (R-Iowa) introduced an amend- 
ment to authorize the president to “provide 
for a temporary, emergency authorization 
of defense articles, defense services, and 
related training directly to the Kurdistan 
Regional Government,” according to the 
text of the amendment. On June 15, 2015, 
speaking in support of her amendment on 
the Senate floor, Senator Ernst said, “This 
bipartisan amendment ... provides tempo- 
rary authority for the president ... to provide 
weapons directly to Iraqi Kurdish Peshmer- 
ga forces in the fight against ISIS should 
the administration choose to do so.” 

The Senate rejected Senator Ernst’s 
amendment on June 16, 2015 by a vote of 
54 to 45 (Roll Call 210; a 60-vote thresh- 
old was required for passage pursuant to a 


unanimous consent agreement). We have 
assigned pluses to the nays because arm- 
ing foreign fighters would be an act of 
war, and under the U.S. Constitution, only 
Congress may declare war. Moreover, our 
interventionist policy in the Middle East 
has exacerbated terrorism. In Syria, for 
example, arming the so-called moderate 
rebels helped create the ISIS threat. And 
regarding Iraq, arms sent to the Kurdish 
Regional Government (KRG) could also 
fall into the hands of the rival Kurdistan 
Workers’ Party (PKK), a communist ter- 
rorist group dedicated to the creation of a 
Marxist-Leninist state of Kurdistan. The 
KRG is divided between the more conser- 
vative Kurdistan Democratic Party (PDK) 
of Iraq and the left-wing Patriotic Union 
of Kurdistan (PUK), which is affiliated 
with the Socialist International. 


Dur- 
ing consideration of an otherwise 
relatively innocuous bill about public 
safety employee withdrawals, Senator 
Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.) made a motion 
to concur with a House amendment to the 
bill that would grant Trade Promotion Au- 
thority (TPA) to the executive branch. See 
House Vote 11 for further information. 
The Senate agreed to TPA on June 24, 
2015 by a vote of 60 to 38 (Roll Call 219). 
We have assigned pluses to the nays be- 
cause TPA would facilitate the subordina- 
tion of the national independence of the 
United States to regional blocs of nations 
in a process that is leading toward a world 
government. 


During con- 
sideration of the surface transpor- 
tation bill (H.R. 22), Senator Mark Kirk 
(R-III.) introduced an amendment to reau- 
thorize the Export-Import Bank’s charter, 
which expired July 1, 2015, through fiscal 
2019. As Senator Kirk said during debate 
on his amendment, “Unfortunately, as of 
July 1, the Ex-Im Bank has been unable 
to process any new transactions — and 
this poses a real threat to our economy. 
Business deals that are months or years in 
the making are now on hold, and may fall 
through, unless we reauthorize the Ex-Im 
Bank immediately.” 
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Senate Vote Scores VY 


Votes: 11-20 

ALABAMA 

Shelby (R ) 90% 

Sessions, J. (R ) 80% 
ALASKA 

Murkowski (R ) 40% 

Sullivan (R ) 70% 
ARIZONA 

McCain (R ) 50% 

Flake (R ) 89% 
ARKANSAS 

Boozman (R ) 70% 

Cotton (R ) 60% 
CALIFORNIA 

Feinstein (D ) 20% 

Boxer (D ) 22% 
COLORADO 

Bennet (D ) 20% 

Gardner (R ) 60% 
CONNECTICUT 

Blumenthal (D ) 30% 

Murphy, C. (D ) 30% 
DELAWARE 

Carper (D ) 20% 

Coons (D ) 22% 
FLORIDA 

Nelson (D ) 20% 

Rubio (R ) 
GEORGIA 

Isakson (R ) 50% 

Perdue (R ) 70% 
HAWAII 

Schatz (D ) 20% 

Hirono (D ) 30% 
IDAHO 

Crapo (R ) 70% 

Risch (R ) 70% 
ILLINOIS 

Durbin (D ) 30% 

Kirk (R ) 20% 
INDIANA 

Coats (R ) 40% 

Donnelly (D ) 60% 
IOWA 

Grassley (R ) 70% 

Ernst (R ) 50% 
KANSAS 

Roberts (R ) 30% 

Moran, Jerry (R ) 70% 
KENTUCKY 

McConnell (R ) 30% 

Paul (R ) 90% 
LOUISIANA 

Vitter (R ) 63% 

Cassidy (R ) 70% 
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Votes: 11-20 

MAINE 

Collins (R ) 30% 

King, A. (I) 30% 
MARYLAND 

Mikulski (D ) 30% 

Cardin (D ) 30% 
MASSACHUSETTS 

Warren (D ) 30% 

Markey (D ) 44% 
MICHIGAN 

Stabenow (D ) 20% 

Peters, G. (D ) 22% 
MINNESOTA 

Klobuchar (D ) 30% 

Franken (D ) 30% 
MISSISSIPPI 

Cochran (R ) 40% 

Wicker (R ) 50% 
MISSOURI 

McCaskill (D ) 30% 

Blunt (R ) 56% 
MONTANA 

Tester (D ) 40% 

Daines (R ) 80% 
NEBRASKA 

Fischer (R ) 60% 

Sasse (R ) 70% 
NEVADA 

Reid, H. (D ) 30% 

Heller (R ) 50% 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Shaheen (D ) 20% 

Ayotte (R ) 30% 
NEW JERSEY 

Menendez (D ) 30% 

Booker (D ) 20% 
NEW MEXICO 

Udall (D ) 30% 

Heinrich (D ) 20% 
NEW YORK 

Schumer (D ) 30% 

Gillibrand (D ) 30% 
NORTH CAROLINA 

Burr (R ) 60% 

Tillis (R ) 50% 
NORTH DAKOTA 

Hoeven (R ) 50% 

Heitkamp (D ) 40% 
OHIO 

Brown, S. (D ) 30% 

Portman (R ) 60% 
OKLAHOMA 

Inhofe (R ) 50% 

Lankford (R ) 50% 
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Freedom Index 
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Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 

OREGON UTAH 

Wyden (D ) 20% + - - + 10% Hatch (R ) 40% + + - 47% 

Merkley (D ) 40% + + + + 26% Lee, M. (R ) 78% 2 + + + + + + 89% 
PENNSYLVANIA VERMONT 

Casey (D ) 30% + + + - 20% Leahy (D ) 30% + + + 20% 

Toomey (R ) WS 3) =e ae apap ae + 74% | Sanders (I) hf kes 2? + 37% 
RHODE ISLAND VIRGINIA 

Reed, J. (D ) 30% + + + 20% Warner (D ) 20% + + 15% 

Whitehouse (D ) 30% + + + 20% Kaine (D ) DOC 15% 
SOUTH CAROLINA WASHINGTON 

Graham, L. (R ) 0% - - - - ? Ord 29% | Murray (D ) 20% + + 10% 

Scott, T. (R ) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 70% Cantwell (D ) 20% 10% 
SOUTH DAKOTA WEST VIRGINIA 

Thune (R ) 60% + - - + + + + + 70% Manchin (D ) 60% + + + - + + + 50% 

Rounds (R ) AW 2 2 2 4 an 55% Capito (R ) 50% + wo ao 65% 
TENNESSEE WISCONSIN 

Alexander (R ) 50% + + - - + + + 60% | Johnson, R. (R ) 50% + - + + + + 55% 

Corker (R ) (HS ds th oo 2 s&s ee 68% Baldwin (D ) 30% + + + - 20% 
TEXAS WYOMING 

Cornyn (R ) 40% - - - + + i og 55% Enzi (R ) 60% + + + + + + 72% 

Cruz (R ) 89% + - + + + + + + 2? + 89% Barrasso (R ) 40% Sa ahead: 60% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a senator did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If he cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to Senate vote descriptions on pages 27, 29, and 30. 


The Senate adopted Kirk’s amendment 
on July 27, 2015 by a vote of 64 to 29 (Roll 
Call 256). We have assigned pluses to the 
nays because the Export-Import Bank, as 
explained in House vote 16, is a poster boy 
for corporate cronyism. The government 
finances or insures foreign purchases from 
U.S. companies that commercial banks are 
unwilling or unable to finance owing to 
the political or commercial risks inherent 
in the deals, leaving taxpayers on the hook 
in the event of default. 


1 As cen Planned Parenthood 

(Cloture). This bill (S. 1881) would 
cut off federal funding of Planned Parent- 
hood and its affiliates and clinics. Over- 
all federal funding would not be reduced, 
since the funding “no longer available to 
Planned Parenthood will continue to be 
made available to other eligible entities 
to provide women’s health care services.” 

The Senate did not vote directly on S. 
1881 but instead on a motion intended to 
advance the bill. That motion, to invoke 
cloture and limit debate on a motion to 
proceed to the bill, was rejected on Au- 
gust 3, 2015 by a vote of 53 to 46 (Roll 
Call 262; the motion failed because a 
three-fifths majority of the entire Senate 
is required to invoke cloture). We have as- 
signed pluses to the yeas because the fed- 
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eral government should not, and has no 
constitutional authority to, subsidize the 
killing of innocent human life. 


1 sa the Spending Cap and 

Suspending the National Debt 
Limit. This bill (H.R. 1314) would sus- 
pend the national debt limit until March 
15, 2017, at which time the ceiling on how 
much money the federal government is al- 
lowed to borrow would be re-established 
at the size of the federal debt at that time. 
The bill would also raise caps intended to 
limit “discretionary” federal spending by 
$50 billion for fiscal 2016 and $30 billion 
for fiscal 2017. 

The Senate agreed to this legislation on 
October 30, 2015 by a vote of 64 to 35 (Roll 
Call 294). We have assigned pluses to the 
nays because the federal government should 
live within its means, suspending the debt 
limit is even worse than raising it, and most 
of the spending responsible for the balloon- 
ing national debt is unconstitutional. 


1 Waters of the United States. This 

legislation (Senate Joint Resolu- 
tion 22) would provide for congressional 
disapproval of the “waters of the United 
States” (WOTUS) rule submitted by the 
Corps of Engineers and the EPA. Accord- 
ing to Representative Steve Southerland 


(R-Fla.), sponsor of a similar bill in the 
House in September 2014, under this pro- 
posed WOTUS tule, “Federal agencies 
like the EPA and the Army Corps of En- 
gineers would see their regulatory author- 
ity under the Clean Water Act drastically 
expanded, to the point of covering almost 
any body of water throughout America, 
from ditches to culverts to pipes to water- 
sheds to farmland ponds.” 

The Senate passed S. J. Res. 22 on No- 
vember 4, 2015 by a vote of 53 to 44 (Roll 
Call 297). We have assigned pluses to the 
yeas because both federal water regula- 
tions and the EPA are unconstitutional, 
and if the rule were to be allowed to go 
into effect, activities such as farming and 
real estate development would be greatly 
hampered, since farmers and developers 
would be subject to increased unconsti- 
tutional permit requirements and fines 
concerning their treatment of almost any 
“body of water,” no matter how small. 


1 eee Plant Emissions. This 

legislation (Senate Joint Resolu- 
tion 24) would disapprove and nullify the 
Environmental Protection Agency’s rule 
relating to “Carbon Pollution Emission 
Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sourc- 
es: Electric Utility Generating Units,” 
published on October 23, 2015. Accord- 
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ing to Congressional Quarterly, the EPA 
tule “sets different emissions targets for 
49 states based on their existing energy 
profile and requires each state to reduce 
emissions by a certain amount by 2030.” 
Upon passage of the bill by the House of 
Representatives, Senator Shelley Moore 
Capito (R-W.Va.), the original Senate 
sponsor, said in a statement, “Hardwork- 
ing families cannot afford these crushing 
regulations that threaten jobs and afford- 
able energy while doing little to actually 
improve the environment.” 

The Senate passed S. J. Res. 24 on No- 
vember 17, 2015 by a vote of 52 to 46 
(Roll Call 306). We have assigned pluses 
to the yeas because the federal govern- 
ment should not hinder existing power 
plants with regulations that stifle energy 
production and increase rates, there is no 
authorization in the Constitution for the 
federal government to interfere in the en- 
ergy sector, and CO, is not a pollutant. 


This bill (S. 1177), the 
Every Student Succeeds Act (first 
introduced as the Every Child Achieves 
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Act), would reauthorize the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act (ESAA) 
for four years, through fiscal 2020. Total 
authorizations would be $24.5 billion for 
fiscal 2017, increasing to $26.1 billion in 
fiscal 2020. The bill would replace the No 
Child Left Behind Act, and continue the re- 
quirement for regular standardized testing 
in core subject areas such as math, read- 
ing, and science. Scores for the standard- 
ized tests are to be separated by categories 
such as race and income to determine if 
any “subgroup” is lagging academically. 
The bill would also require states to de- 
velop plans to help low-performing public 
schools. 

The Senate passed S. 1177 on Decem- 
ber 9, 2015 by a vote of 85 to 12 (Roll 
Call 334). We have assigned pluses to the 
nays because, as explained in House vote 
19, the federal government has no consti- 
tutional authority to be involved with edu- 
cation; nowhere in the U.S. Constitution 
is education listed as one of the govern- 
ment’s enumerated powers. K-12 educa- 
tion, if publicly funded, should be run pri- 
marily by parents coordinating with local 


school districts rather than by a centralized 
bureaucracy out of Washington, D.C. 


The 
omnibus appropriations bill (H.R. 
2029) would provide $1.15 trillion in dis- 
cretionary appropriations in fiscal 2016 for 
federal departments and agencies covered 
by the 12 unfinished fiscal 2016 spending 
bills. This represents an overall increase 
in discretionary spending of five percent 
over 2015 levels. See House Vote 20 for 
more details. 

The Senate agreed to the omnibus ap- 
propriations bill on December 18, 2015 by 
a vote of 65 to 33 (Roll Call 339). We have 
assigned pluses to the nays because with 
this omnibus bill members of Congress 
are failing to address their fiscally and 
constitutionally irresponsible budgeting 
and appropriating process that is currently 
yielding annual federal deficits measured 
in the hundreds of billions of dollars, as 
well as minimizing their accountability to 
the voters by combining all discretionary 
federal spending for fiscal 2016 into one 
gigantic “take it or leave it” bill. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


Rx FOR HEALTHCARE 


The book The Primal Prescription tells how healthcare became costly and burdensome, as 
well as methods to obtain good medical treatment and how to avoid needing it. 


a THE 
PRIMAL 


PRESCRIPTION 


DOUG McGUFF, MD 


ROBERT P. MURPHY, PuD 


by Michael Tennant 


The Primal Prescription: Surviving the 
“Sick Care” Sinkhole, by Doug McGuff, 
M.D., and Robert Murphy, Ph.D., Malibu, 
California: Primal Blueprint Publishing, 
2015, 362 pages, hardcover. 


he U.S. healthcare system is sick, 

| largely as a result of myriad gov- 

ernment interventions. Neverthe- 

less, there are things individuals can do to 

stay healthy and avoid the worst aspects of 

the system. Those are the twin messages 

of The Primal Prescription: Surviving the 
“Sick Care” Sinkhole. 

The book’s authors are Doug McGuff, 
an emergency physician and personal 
trainer, and Robert Murphy, a free-mar- 
ket economist. Combining their expertise 
yields a volume that not only explains 
how the healthcare system got so screwed 
up but offers real-world examples of just 
how bad things really are — and what to 
do about them. 

Anyone who has visited a doctor or 
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hospital in recent years is well aware of 
the problems plaguing the healthcare sys- 
tem: long waits, countless tests, endless 
computer-screen tapping, high costs, etc. 
Most of this is the outcome of decades of 
government interference. 

Such interference often appears to be 
well-meaning: Who could be opposed to 
ensuring that drugs are safe or that the 
elderly have health insurance? Rarely 
discussed, however, is the fact that many 
of the problems politicians seek to rectify 
through new interventions are themselves 
the result of previous interventions. 

Roughly the first half of The Primal 
Prescription traces the history of these 
interventions. 

For example, government licensing 
of doctors began in the late 19th centu- 
ry, ostensibly to protect the public from 
quacks, though it had the side effect of 
restricting the supply of doctors — which, 
given that doctors’ groups pushed for such 
laws, may actually have been their main 
purpose. As licensing requirements were 
tightened over the years, a significant doc- 
tor shortage arose, which the government 
then tried to fix by subsidizing medical 
education, which in turn caused teach- 
ing hospitals to become the sole source 
of healthcare for the indigent (because 
of “patient-dumping” by other hospitals). 
In trying to stop that, Congress ended up 
making emergency rooms “the free clinic 
and safety net for the American health care 
system,” write McGuff and Murphy. That, 
of course, has caused ER overcrowding, 
cost-shifting, and closings. 

Health insurance, too, has long been 
subject to government tinkering. Although 
initially intended to cover only catastroph- 
ic illness or injury, by the 1930s it began to 
expand to cover much routine care, helped 
along by a tax exemption for Blue Cross/ 
Blue Shield. But that tax exemption came 
at a price: community rating, whereby ev- 
eryone in a given region must pay roughly 
the same premium regardless of his health 


risks. This, the authors observe, created 
“moral hazard,” in which people are more 
likely to take risks with their own health 
because they know they won’t have to foot 
the bill for their care. “The health insur- 
ance model adopted early on by the Blues 
... set in motion the problems in US health 
care that would fester over subsequent 
decades,” aided by the tax exemption of 
employer-provided insurance. 

As costs increased, along came Medi- 
care, which addressed that problem by 
shifting costs from the elderly and private 
insurers to taxpayers. Costs continued to 
rise nonetheless, so price controls were im- 
posed, yet the program is still actuarially in- 
solvent. Furthermore, since the government 
is paying for seniors’ healthcare, it increas- 
ingly decides whether they will live or die. 

The Food and Drug Administration 
(FDA) gets a chapter all to itself as Mc- 
Guff and Murphy describe the agency’s 
“double whammy” against Americans: 
“On the one hand, it prolongs the devel- 
opment of potentially useful drugs, lead- 
ing to delayed treatment and artificially 
inflated prices. On the other hand, the 
FDA also fails to protect Americans from 
unacceptably dangerous drugs, even when 
experts in the private sector have raised 
alarm bells.” (Emphasis in original.) 

The interventionist mind-set and its con- 
sequences proceeded inexorably to the Af- 
fordable Care Act (ACA). As the authors 
remark, “There is nothing qualitatively dif- 
ferent about the ACA; it is simply an ex- 
tension of trends that have been in motion 
for decades.” (Emphasis in original.) They 
demonstrate how the major provisions of 
the ACA follow logically from the law’s 
premises. For instance, if the problem of 
guaranteeing coverage for those with pre- 
existing conditions is “solved” by forcing 
insurers to accept all applicants and charge 
them the same rates as everyone else, it 
makes perfect sense then to require every- 
one to buy insurance so as to spread the cost 
of care for the sick around. 
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The idea is to live more as our ancient 
ancestors Supposedly lived. 


Like all the previous interventions, 
ObamaCare is doomed to failure. And 
when its failure becomes clear, rather 
than reassess the interventionist ap- 
proach, politicians and voters alike will 
probably clamor for still more interven- 
tions. “The end limit of this process,” as- 
sert the authors, “is a ‘single payer’ sys- 
tem, in which the federal government ... 
directly handles medical expenses for all 
Americans.” That, needless to say, will be 
even more disastrous than all the anteced- 
ent policies. 

The good news, according to McGuff 
and Murphy, is that whether or not these 
policies are repealed — and repeal cer- 
tainly seems like a long shot at this time 
— there are things individuals can do to 
protect themselves from the healthcare 
system’s failings. 

“If you are concerned about the direc- 
tion of the country, as you should be, then 
the single best thing you can do for its 
future is to make sure your household is 
healthy,” they write. 

Given the book’s title and publisher, it is 
hardly surprising that the authors recom- 
mend the “primal” lifestyle as described 
in Mark Sisson’s The Primal Blueprint. 
The idea is to live more as our ancient an- 
cestors — who did not have the rates of 
heart disease, diabetes, obesity, and other 
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ailments that we do — supposedly lived: 
Eat mostly vegetables and quality meats; 
avoid unhealthful foods; participate in a 
variety of types of exercise; and get ad- 
equate sleep, sunlight, and recreation. 
Doing so, the authors maintain, “will help 
safeguard you against preventable illness 
and modern disease, reducing your chance 
of needing medical care in the first place.” 

No matter how healthful one’s lifestyle, 
he will almost certainly need medical care 
at some point in his life. Most of the rest of 
the book, written from McGuff’s perspec- 
tive, is a primer on “how to get everything 
good from the health care system as it cur- 
rently exists, while avoiding as much of 
the bad as possible.” 

The “most crucial step,” says McGuff, 
is selecting the right physician, one who 
will act as a “sherpa” to guide you through 
the system. He recommends finding a 
doctor who admits his own patients to the 
hospital and accepts direct cash payment, 
which will make him your servant rather 
than your insurer’s. Combine that, if possi- 
ble, with insurance for catastrophic illness. 

Getting off as many medications as 
possible is also a high priority. “When- 
ever a disease state exists, the emphasis 
should be on addressing and correcting 
an underlying cause, not on immediately 
prescribing a drug to treat the symptoms 
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or to ‘manage’ the disease,” McGuff de- 
clares. He warns that there will be both 
psychological and physical effects of 
weaning your body from drugs, but they 
are manageable and worth it to be free of 
dependence on chemicals. 

Hospitals are probably the part of the 
healthcare system that places patients at 
the greatest risk, not because the doctors 
and nurses don’t care about the patients but 
because so many factors seem to conspire 
against quality care. McGuff recommends 
a litany of steps to take to protect your- 
self while in the hospital, including hav- 
ing a personal physician; getting a family 
member or close friend to serve as your 
advocate; and walking around, coughing, 
and breathing deeply from time to time. 

Medical screening tests such as colon- 
oscopies, which have exploded in number 
in recent decades, are also discussed in 
detail. Most have value for patients with 
elevated risk for the condition for which 
they are testing; but for other patients, 
the risks often far outweigh the benefits. 
The tests themselves involve some level 
of risk, but the risk of false positives — 
only nine percent of women whose mam- 
mograms show a positive result actually 
have breast cancer — is often the bigger 
problem. Some patients who test positive 
end up undergoing treatment for a disease 
they don’t have, while others eventually 
learn that they are disease-free but suffer 
psychological damage for years afterward. 

In addition, McGuff provides a lengthy 
overview of how to determine if you 
should undergo an elective procedure and, 
if so, how to obtain the best one you can. 

The Primal Prescription is written in a 
conversational style, avoiding jargon, and 
brims with anecdotes illustrating the au- 
thors’ contentions. It would probably be 
worth the price for either the history of 
government interventions into the health- 
care system or the guidance on improving 
one’s health (even if one doesn’t subscribe 
to the primal lifestyle) and navigating the 
system; the pairing makes it even more 
valuable. It is precisely what one would 
expect from a doctor: diagnosing the 
problem — in this case, with an econo- 
mist on board for a second opinion — and 
discussing treatment options. For the ail- 
ing American healthcare system, the cure, 
the two men conclude, is “freedom and 
independence.” 
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Keep Tony Warm 


The act of one good Samaritan made it 
possible for a group of people to raise 
funds for a man in need. 

On a snowy November night in Water- 
ford, Michigan, Tony Berard was riding 
his bike on a seven-mile commute down 
a busy highway so that he could work a 
midnight shift at a grocery store. A young 
driver named Jason Kapoor noticed Tony 
while driving in the opposite direction and 
pulled over to offer him a ride, which Tony 
accepted. 

Berard explained that his wife has been 
sick and unable to work. As her medical 
bills began to pile up, both Tony’s and his 
wife’s cars stopped working, and they did 
not have the money to fix or replace ei- 
ther vehicle. Berard instead opted to use 
his bike for his commute to work, despite 
the harsh winter conditions. He told Ka- 
poor that this was his fifth consecutive 
winter in which he had to rely on his bike 
for transportation. 

Kapoor was moved by Berard’s story 
and created “Keep Tony Warm,” a Go- 
FundMe page to raise money to help him 
purchase a car. 

“Now as you all know the roads were 
horrible yesterday, and there were a ton of 
accidents. I remember seeing a story about 
aman who was recently hit and killed rid- 
ing his bike on Telegraph,” Kapoor ex- 
plained on the GoFundMe page. 

“So as I pass this man, not only do the 
current weather conditions come to mind, 
but also his safety. I quickly turn around. I 
throw my hazards on and ask the man if he 
needs aride,” Kapoor continued. “Without 
hesitation, he said, ‘I would love a ride,’ 
frozen beard and all.” 

According to WXYZ News, the page 
raised over $19,000 in just nine days. The 
money made it possible for Berard to buy 
a minivan. Additionally, Berard has been 
given free insurance for one full year. 

Kapoor’s Facebook page reveals that 
he has made it his goal to help others in 
need. In August, he posted that he gave a 
waitress a $65 tip on a $35 bill. His post 
explained, “I’ve been beyond blessed 
throughout my life, and I know I’m meant 
to pass the blessings on as much, and as 
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often as I can.” He added, “I know it’s not 
much, but here’s one of many more ran- 
dom acts of kindness to come.” 


“Qs” All Around 


Donna Goldstein shops frequently at her 
local 99-cent store in Beverly Grove, Cali- 
fornia, and is well known for her chari- 
table endeavors. When the 99 Cents Only 
Store chain put out a request in its circular 
asking customers to suggest names of any- 
one turning 99 this year to be treated to 
a shopping spree, Goldstein’s name was 
among seven that were recommended. 

The company spoke with Goldstein and 
learned that she intended to use the shop- 
ping spree to purchase items for those in 
need. The store also learned that charity 
was nothing new to Goldstein, who just 
one month earlier put together Thanksgiv- 
ing charity baskets. 

Not surprisingly, the company selected 
Goldstein to be the winner of the shop- 
ping spree. She had 99 seconds to choose 
whichever items she wanted. On Decem- 
ber 10, Goldstein’s 99th birthday, she 
filled up her cart with $162.76 worth of 
merchandise, all of which was donated to 
local children through her church. Accord- 
ing to the Huffington Post, Goldstein’s 
purchases included toothbrushes and 
socks, as well as toys and candy. 

“I’m going to cry, I’m so happy,” Gold- 
stein said as she filled her cart. “Sometimes 
we don’t realize how much is needed. I 
feel bad that I can’t do it for everyone, but 
it makes me feel very good that I am able 
to do what I can.” 

The store was so impressed with Gold- 
stein that they decided to present her with 
a birthday cake, flowers, and balloons in 
honor of her momentous birthday. They 
also sang a rousing rendition of “Happy 
Birthday.” 


A Daring Intervention 


Gas station attendant Tuyet Tran of 
Stockton, California, feared for her life 
when a gunman entered the Chevron 
gas station where she works on Novem- 
ber 30 and attempted to rob the store. 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


Thankfully, a nearby homeless man 
named Steve Smith had her back. 

According to Fox40 news, this was the 
second time in only two weeks that Tran 
was held at gunpoint. After the previous 
incident, Smith had been keeping Tran 
company at the gas station in the off- 
chance that it would recur. 

She said that even before the man point- 
ed the gun at her face, she knew something 
wasn’t right, as the man seemed drunk and 
had urinated on some firewood outside the 
store. “So I tell my homeless friend Steve, 
*>cause he was inside the store with me, 
to kick the cone close so we can shut the 
door,” she said. 

By doing so, he may have given her a 
bit of extra time that saved her life. “The 
guy comes in, he has the gun out, and he 
says, ‘Give me all my money,’” Tran re- 
calls of the November 30 incident. Tran 
ran behind the counter, and Smith sprang 
into action, grabbing a nearby fire extin- 
guisher and spraying it all over the sus- 
pect. The gunman ran off and escaped in a 
getaway car, Tran explained. 

Tran expressed gratitude for Smith’s 
heroics, but was in a state of disbelief that 
he put his own life in danger to save hers. 
“T asked Steve you know, ‘Why did you 
do that? You could have gotten hurt ... he 
could have shot you.’ And he told me, ‘Be- 
cause you have kids,”” Tran said. 

Fox40 News reported that Smith 
and Tran became friends of sorts years 
ago when Smith asked to borrow her 
phone to call his parents. Tran recalls 
that she saw something in his eyes and 
knew that he “really wanted to talk to 
his mom and dad” in that moment, and 
lent him the phone. After that, she made 
a habit of letting him phone his parents 
every holiday. 

Of course, Tran could never have pre- 
dicted that her kindness would provoke 
Smith to risk his life to save hers. And 
even though she is still scared after the 
incident, her gratitude for Steve’s actions 
is even stronger: “So grateful for him. So 
thankful ’cause he could have just gone 
away and left me and go do recycling but 
he didn’t,” she said. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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In war, barbarities will inevitably occur. The Civil War was 
no exception, as exhibited by Camp Douglas. 


by Steve Byas 


e Americans still argue about 
our Civil War. Even the name 
for the war is controversial, 150 


years after the guns fell silent. The official 
records, published by the victorious Union 
side, called the conflict the War of the Re- 
bellion, while the defeated South preferred 
such names as the War for Southern Inde- 
pendence, or at least the more neutral War 
Between the States. There was certainly 
nothing civil about the Civil War. 

Americans who study the war are struck 
by the fact that many of the greatest battles 
of the war have two names, such as Bull 
Run (Union) or Manassas (Confederate), 
Shiloh (Confederate) or Pittsburgh Land- 
ing (Union), and Antietam (Union) or 
Sharpsburg (Confederate). 

The division over the war was so great 
that the sides could not even agree as to 
what the war was all about — even today, 
historians differ on the exact role such 
contentious issues as slavery and the tariff 
played in bringing about the conflict, or if 
they were even the real issues of the war. 

Reenactors present to the public an idea 
about the great battles of the war — Get- 
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tysburg, Shiloh, Chickamauga, Chancel- 
lorsville, Antietam, Bull Run — and even 
lesser-known battles, such as Honey Creek 
in Oklahoma and Pea Ridge in Arkansas. 
These romanticized versions of the battles 
do not (cannot), of course, do justice to 
the horror of the hundreds of thousands 
who fell in battle during the four years of 
America’s bloodiest conflict. 

But one thing that everyone who has 
studied the war should be able to agree 
upon, and what Americans in general 
should never forget, is this: War — and po- 
litical convenience in the name of war or 
victory or retribution — will lead to inhu- 
manity by many of the participants to such 
an extent that the worst forms of suffering 
will not only be willingly perpetrated, but 
they will be defended, ignored, or lauded 
by the side that committed them. 

The horrors of the prisoner-of-war 
camps, which existed in both the Northern 
states and the Southern states, bear truth to 
the inhumanity of war. 


The Camps 

No doubt the most infamous of the prison 
sites was the camp in Georgia, operated 
by the Confederacy, which had, over the 


Camp Douglas, 1864: Originally intended 

only as a temporary prison camp to hold 
Confederates until they could be exchanged for 
Union soldiers imprisoned in the South, Camp 
Douglas eventually became a camp where 
Confederate soldiers would either live out the 
war — or die. 


course of the war, almost 50,000 Union 
soldiers imprisoned — Andersonville. 
Crowded to four times its capacity, 13,000 
of the 45,000 imprisoned there died, 
mostly of scurvy, diarrhea, dysentery, and 
hookworms (now thought to be the major 
cause of mortality). 

The prisoners were reduced to skel- 
etons, with some openly asking, “Could 
this be Hell?” It was not that the Confed- 
eracy had adopted a deliberate policy of 
starving Union soldiers. By the time the 
camp was established in February 1864, 
Southern states were having trouble even 
feeding their own soldiers, with Southern 
civilians facing starvation as well. 

In July 1864, Andersonville’s camp 
commander, Captain Henry Wirz, pa- 
roled five Union soldiers so they could 
deliver a petition of prisoners asking the 
U.S. government to restore the prisoner 
exchange system used earlier in the war. 
The U.S. government refused, and later 
the Confederates even offered to simply 
release the prisoners, if the Union would 
just send ships to retrieve them. This was 
also rejected. 

After the war, Wirz was tried by a mili- 
tary tribunal on charges of murder. Some 
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of the accusations made against him were 
dubious, even concerning events that took 
place when Wirz was not even present at 
the camp. Despite this, Wirz was convict- 
ed and hanged as a war criminal. 

Not as many Americans today are as 
familiar with another prisoner-of-war 
camp, this one operated by the U.S. gov- 
ernment in Chicago, Illinois, as a place 
for captured Confederate soldiers. About 
26,000 Confederate soldiers passed 
through Camp Douglas, with deaths es- 
timated at over 6,000, or 23 percent. 
George Levy, author of Zo Die in Chi- 
cago, observed, “The atrocities that oc- 
curred in [Douglas] were even more hei- 
nous than those at Andersonville.” 

Today, most shoppers of the Lake 
Meadows Shopping Center in Chicago, 
located at 35th Street and Martin Luther 
King, Jr. Drive, are largely unaware of 
the camp that once occupied the same 
ground, from 1862-1865. What little was 
left of the camp in the aftermath of the 
war was incinerated by the great Chicago 
Fire of 1871. The Olivet Baptist Church, 
at King Drive and 31st Street, marks an- 
other corner of what was once the prison- 
er-of-war camp. Some observers of the 
camp during the war suggested putting it 
to the torch then. 

Camp Douglas was named for the 1860 
Democratic Party nominee, Illinois’ own 
Senator Stephen A. Douglas. Douglas 
lost the 1860 presidential election to the 
Republican candidate, Abraham Lincoln, 
also of Illinois. The two men had been 
rivals for years — Douglas defeated Lin- 
coln in a U.S. Senate contest in 1858. 
Douglas had donated land to build the 
University of Chicago, and the college 
was literally across the street from what 
would become the largest prisoner-of-war 
camp in the North. Douglas died in 1861, 
before the camp was created. 

The camp was first used as a training 
camp for Union volunteer regiments, 
then later as a detention camp for pa- 
roled Confederate soldiers awaiting 
“exchange.” In the early months of the 
war, the United States’ and Confederate 
States’ governments freely exchanged 
captured soldiers, both probably expect- 
ing the war to be of shorter duration than 
it actually was. It was not until 1863 that 
the camp became a site for a “permanent” 
prisoner-of-war facility. 
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It was a poor location, with no sewers 
for more than a year, and a shortage of la- 
trines. Although it was near Lake Michi- 
gan, water was in chronically short sup- 
ply for drinking, bathing, and carrying off 
human waste. The icy cold Chicago winds 
off the lake only added to the misery of the 
poor souls imprisoned at Camp Douglas, 
most of whom were accustomed to much 
milder winters in the South. 

In early 1862, Union General Ulysses 
S. Grant captured somewhere between 
12,000 and 15,000 Confederates in twin 
victories in Tennessee at Fort Donelson 
on the Cumberland River and Fort Henry 
on the Tennessee River. Colonel Joseph H. 
Tucker, the first commander at Douglas, 
told Major General Henry Halleck, the 
commander of the Department of Mis- 
souri, that the camp could reasonably 
take in between eight and nine thousand 
prisoners. As the soldiers were paraded 
through the streets of Chicago, in frigid 
February, the prisoners were cursed along 
with their president, Jefferson Davis. In- 
terestingly, among the ranks of Southern 
soldiers were seven black Confederates. 

In only about one month, over 700 


prisoners had died, with 77 reported to 
have escaped. 

Later in the war, Confederates captured 
at the Battles of Murfreesboro (or Stone’s 
River), Shiloh, and Fort Hindman (where 
they guarded the Mississippi River in 
southeastern Arkansas) contributed to the 
roll call at Camp Douglas. Those who sur- 
vived the carnage at the Battle of Franklin 
were also taken to Douglas. 

Despite the high death rate occurring at 
Douglas, the camp’s second commander, 
Colonel James Mulligan, refused to allow 
any physicians inside to treat the men 
until April, two months after the camp 
first received prisoners from Donelson 
and Henry. Mulligan was a lawyer who 
had grown up in the Windy City. He had 
raised the 23rd Illinois Infantry, popularly 
known as the Irish Brigade, and had been 
captured by Confederate General Sterling 
Price in September 1861. He was soon ex- 
changed on parole, and placed in charge 
of Douglas. 

Lt. Colonel William Hoffman of the Of- 
fice of the Commissary-General of Pris- 
oners knew that Douglas’ facilities were 
inadequate, and proposed construction of 


Lincoln and Douglas: Abraham Lincoln and Stephen A. Douglas had competed for the same 
woman (Mary Todd); a U.S. Senate seat in 1858; and finally, the presidency in 1860. The 
infamous prisoner-of-war camp in Chicago would bear the name of Douglas. 
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HISTORY. 


By September 1862, almost 1,000 Confederate soldiers had died, 


with 10 percent of the prison population dying in one month, 


February 1863. Camp Douglas had the highest mortality rate of any 


Civil War camp for a single month. 


two-story barracks. The army nixed that 
idea, and gave its go-ahead only for the 
building of thin, single-story wood struc- 
tures. They used only a single thickness of 
pine boards, giving scant protection to the 
800 men in each dwelling from the howl- 
ing winds off the lake. Dr. Brockholt Mc- 
Ivor, the post surgeon, was alarmed at the 
conditions of the camp, noting “the sur- 
face of the ground is becoming saturated 
with the filth and slop from the privies, 
kitchens, and quarters.” Henry Bellows, 
president of the U.S. Sanitary Commis- 
sion, recommended abandoning the camp. 
“T do not believe that any amount of drain- 
age would purge the soil loaded with ac- 
cumulation of filth.... Nothing but fire can 
cleanse them.” Mail leaving the camp was 
censored so the prisoners could not tell 
their families what was happening in the 
camp. Nearby, students at the University 
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of Chicago complained of the stench com- 
ing from Douglas. 

By September 1862, almost 1,000 
Confederate soldiers had died, with 10 
percent of the prison population dying in 
one month, February 1863. Camp Douglas 
had the highest mortality rate of any Civil 
War camp for a single month. Despite the 
nightmarish conditions, many rebel pris- 
oners, especially the ones from Texas and 
Mississippi, refused the offer to take an 
oath of allegiance to the Union and pos- 
sible freedom, or at least better treatment. 

In the early months of the camp’s his- 
tory, most of the deaths were caused by 
diseases — such as typhoid, diphtheria, 
smallpox, cholera, tuberculosis, dysen- 
tery, and measles — or the harsh winter 
conditions, which Southern boys were 
not accustomed to. In February 1863, al- 
most 400 prisoners died, as the tempera- 


and the inadequate buildings offered little protection from the cold winds off Lake Michigan. 
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ture dropped to 20 below. Later, as the 
war dragged on, and battlefield casualties 
mounted — 24,000 at Shiloh and 23,000 at 
Antietam — Union soldiers came to have 
less and less sympathy for “Johnny Reb.” 


Prisoner Treatment 

When Lt. Colonel William Hoffman asked 
for more barracks, his request was denied 
by Edwin Stanton, the secretary of war. 
“The secretary of war is not disposed at 
this time, in view of the treatment of our 
prisoners of war are receiving at the hands 
of the enemy, to erect fine establishments 
for their prisoners in our hands,” Stanton 
responded. Stanton also rejected the rec- 
ommendation of General Ambrose Burn- 
side to close the camp. 

While Confederate soldiers suffered, 
some Union officers took advantage of the 
entertainment offered in Chicago, such as 
the performance of Hamlet on December 
10, 1862, which included a well-known 
actor from the east, John Wilkes Booth. 

Another famous person associated 
with Camp Douglas was British journal- 
ist Henry Morton Stanley, who uttered the 
immortal words, “Doctor Livingstone, I 
presume?” when he finally tracked down 
missionary physician David Livingstone 
in Africa. Stanley claimed to have been 
imprisoned at Douglas, but the camp rec- 
ords do not list him by Stanley or John 
Rowlans (his real name). Stanley was 
taken captive following the Battle of 
Shiloh in April 1862, but the prevailing 
historical view is that he was released 
through the intervention of the British 
consul, and never actually saw the horrors 
of Camp Douglas. 

Not all Northerners lacked sympathy 
for the Southern men at Camp Douglas. 
Reverend Edmund Tuttle became chair- 
man of a relief committee, in which 
several churches took up collections, 
especially from Kentucky. Supplies of 
clothes, books, wine, and sweets arrived at 
Douglas, but just not enough. The famous 
evangelist Dwight L. Moody preached 
to the prisoners in late 1861 in a chapel 
built on the grounds by the Young Men’s 
Christian Association (YMCA), and the 
Chicago Bible Society distributed 3,000 
New Testaments. Some prisoners formed 
their own congregations, based on their 
denominations, and held services. 

Persistent efforts to escape led to 
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Map of Camp Douglas: Camp Douglas was located in Chicago near Lake Michigan and near the 
University of Chicago. Students complained of the powerful stench from the camp. 


harsh reactions, especially by Colonel 
Charles DeLand, the camp commander 
who instituted a get-tough policy on No- 
vember 3, 1863, after an escape tunnel 
was found under the barracks of the 8th 
Kentucky Cavalry. DeLand lined up the 
regulars, and told the guards to shoot 
any of them who “sat down.” A sick man 
finally fell, and was shot. One man was 
killed, and two others wounded, with 
one man losing an arm. 

About 100 made their escape through 
a tunnel in December 1863. DeLand ex- 
plained what had happened: “They dug 
a small, round hole just under the frozen 
crust of the ground, the dirt being secreted 
under the floors of the barracks and cook 
houses. During the day this hold was cov- 
ered with a board, over which was kept 
about six inches of dirt.” Regular weekly 
inspections had failed to detect it. 

DeLand’s remedy was to remove all 
the floors from the barracks and fill in 
the open spaces with dirt, even to the top 
of the joist. “This will undoubtedly in- 
crease the sickness and mortality, but it 
will save much trouble,” he wrote, justi- 
fying his policy. 

Additional punishments for escape at- 
tempts used nature against the prisoners. 
DeLand confiscated warm coats sent to 
the soldiers from concerned families. 
Blankets were denied to some, while sol- 
diers needing to visit the latrines during 
the cold, winter nights, were forced to 
leave their clothes back in the barracks. 
Prisoners tried to sleep on bunks of pine 
boards, often with no bedding, mattresses, 
or blankets. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


To discourage further escapes, DeLand 
had three men hanged by their thumbs, al- 
legedly for threatening an informer. For 30 
minutes, the men grimly said nothing, but 
then began groaning and crying out. Union 
officers then asked the men if they would 
now tell what they knew, but the men still 
refused to cooperate. One fainted, and an- 
other one threw up all over himself. Two 
additional men suffered the same punish- 
ment later. DeLand also tried cutting off 
supplies of stamps, paper, and envelopes. 
He even shut down the barber shop. 

Some men’s escape attempts proved fu- 
tile. In October 1863, two prisoners made 
their escape through an unfinished sewer, 
which was only two feet high, and 18 inch- 
es wide, and filled with water. It took them 
16 hours to make it all the way through, 
but they were recaptured in Chicago. 

One escapee was certainly audacious. 
When a taxi driver “overcharged” him, he 
filed a police complaint. 

Another punishment used for escapees 
and others was the dungeon, which some- 
times housed two dozen men in a hole 
suitable for only four. 

The Union Army employed Allen 
Pinkerton and his detective agency to in- 
filtrate the camp and provide the overseers 
of Douglas with information of any efforts 
at escape or revolt. 

In 1864, Confederate agents organized a 
conspiracy, led by Captain Thomas Hines, 
hoping to enlist a force of 5,000 Confed- 
erate sympathizers in Chicago to free the 
prisoners. There was certainly a good 
amount of Southern sympathy in Chi- 
cago. Many Southerners visited Chicago, 


often to invest in real estate. The Virginian 
Cyrus McCormick was there to build farm 
tools. Three editors of the Chicago Times 
were arrested by federal troops for an al- 
leged “Southern bias” in their editorial 
stance and reporting. In fact, the Confed- 
erate Army drew a fairly large number of 
recruits out of Southern Illinois. But when 
Hines saw he could only count on about 
25, he gave up on his bold plan. 

On November 6, 1864, General John 
Cook Springfield gave Colonel Benja- 
min Sweet, who had taken command of 
the camp in May, permission to arrest 
two Confederate agents. Several Chicago 
civilians were falsely accused in the fed- 
eral dragnet. One person charged in the 
“conspiracy” was “Colonel” Vincent Mar- 
maduke, who was supposedly a Confeder- 
ate agent in town plotting to bust out the 
prisoners at Douglas. As it was eventually 
discovered, Marmaduke was not a “‘colo- 
nel” at all, but was just an unlucky civilian 
who happened to be in the wrong place at 
the wrong time, with a suspicious name. It 
appears that Sweet mistakenly associated 
Marmaduke with a well-known Confeder- 
ate general, John Sappington Marmaduke. 

Sweet had the home of Charles Walsh 
of the pro-Confederate Sons of Liberty 
searched, without a warrant. Secretary 
of War Stanton approved of Sweet’s ac- 
tions, after the fact. The treasurer of the 
Sons of Liberty, Judge Buckner Morris, 
evidently originated the expression “to 
Hell in a hand basket” when he lamented, 
“Thousands of our best men were prison- 
ers in Camp Douglas and if once at lib- 
erty would send abolitionists to Hell in a 
hand basket.” 


Lashing Out 
Some of the atrocities directed at helpless 
prisoners no doubt happened simply be- 
cause of the bitterness of Union soldiers at 
the high death tolls in the war. A 14-year- 
old black prisoner was essentially mur- 
dered by guards. Another prisoner recalled 
that he later saw the boy’s body “the next 
day in the dead-house, and the rats had 
eaten off his ears.” Private Curtis Burke, 
of Company B, 14th Kentucky Cavalry 
(of the regiment of Confederate General 
John Hunt Morgan) recalled it was a com- 
mon practice for prisoners to be slapped, 
beaten, and kicked. 

Morgan’s cavalry force of 2,500 men 


37 


Prisoners at Andersonville Prison: Andersonville, a Confederate prison in Georgia, which 


, jas): 


held Union soldiers, was certainly the best known of all Civil War prisoner-of-war camps. Its 
overcrowding was mostly a result of Union refusal to exchange prisoners and contributed greatly 


to the horrific death toll. 


had made a daring raid on June 27, 1863 
north through Kentucky to Brandenburg 
on the Ohio River, apparently all in viola- 
tion of orders, even reaching the suburbs 
of Cincinnati, where his forces plundered 
and burned until federal forces managed 
to capture many of them in late July. They 
were accused of making war on civilians 
for killing a man in Indiana who was try- 
ing to stop them from burning his home. At 
Douglas, five Morgan men took the oath 
of allegiance to the Union and were given 
jobs in the hospital, where they promptly 
dug a tunnel and escaped. 

Three men were placed in the dungeon 
simply for climbing to the roof to watch 
a nearby horse race. Those who reneged 
on taking the oath of allegiance were pun- 
ished by having a 32-pound cannonball 
chained to their legs. Guards punished 
hungry prisoners who took bones from 
garbage by tying a bone to the prisoner’s 
mouth and forcing him to crawl around 
like a dog. 

In June 1864, Colonel Sweet instituted 


“the mule,” or the “wooden horse” pun- 
ishment. This was a sawhorse-type de- 
vice, with the top about four feet off the 
ground. The prisoner was forced to sit on 
the “horse,” with weights tied to his feet. 
Later, it was decided to raise the device 
to 15 feet. 

In November 1864, water was cut off, 
and prisoners were sometimes shot for 
gathering snow to make coffee, or other- 
wise to quench their thirst. 

On December 5, 1864, prisoners from 
the defeats of General John Bell Hood 
at Franklin and Nashville in Tennessee 
arrived. They were forced to strip and 
stand naked for long periods in the ice 
and snow while guards robbed them of 
their valuables. 

A local undertaker, C.H. Jordan, con- 
tracted at $4.75 per body to dispose of 
the multitude of bodies produced at the 
camp, but he did not bury all of them. 
He sold some of the bodies to medical 
schools, while some were buried in shal- 
low graves, with no coffins. Some were 


Certainly we recoil today at these stories of cruelty, especially to 
fellow Americans. But this is the history of war. The “enemy” must 
be dehumanized to salve the consciences of those in control. 
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simply dumped into Lake Michigan, only 
to later wash up on its shores. 

After General Robert E. Lee surren- 
dered on April 9, 1865, in Virginia, pris- 
oners at Camp Douglas were offered their 
freedom if they would take the oath of al- 
legiance. Seventeen hundred and seventy 
refused and were told they would have to 
provide their own transportation home. 
Private Burke, of General Morgan’s regi- 
ment, recalled the scene: “As we marched 
out the gate into the open country the boys 
had to give vent to their feeling, by giving 
three ringing cheers, for Jeff Davis, sing- 
ing Dixie.” 


True Then, True Now 

Certainly we recoil today at these stories 
of cruelty, especially to fellow Americans. 
But this is the history of war. The “enemy” 
must be dehumanized to salve the con- 
sciences of those in control. In the Civil 
War, certainly “war crimes” were commit- 
ted on both sides, but only those perpetrat- 
ed or allegedly perpetrated by the losing 
side were punished. The victors write the 
history. As Confederate General Patrick 
Cleburne warned his fellow officers, if the 
South lost, future generations of their own 
descendants would most likely consider 
the leaders of the South as the villains. 

Lest Americans think we are so much 
more civilized now, they should remember 
American torture and killings at Guanta- 
namo Bay, Abu Ghraib, and “black sites” 
across the world. Nor should they forget 
the fact that we bombed Libya to force out 
Gadhafi and then let our allies slaughter 
minority ethnic groups and more. 

Also, with numerous presidential candi- 
dates calling for boots on the ground in the 
Mideast, Americans should take counte- 
nance of the fact that any decision to take a 
country to war must be tempered with the 
realization that its outcome is uncertain. 
The “wise men” of the Lyndon Johnson 
administration certainly did not predict the 
debacle of the Vietnam War, and the “wise 
men” of the George W. Bush administra- 
tion were quite confident that the Iraq War 
would be a “walk in the park.” Who could 
have predicted the hundreds of thousands 
who would perish in the Civil War? 

Sadly, no one expected the hellish pris- 
oner-of-war camps such as Andersonville 
and Douglas. But today we have no excuse 
for forgetting the consequences of war. Mi 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


The .38 Special 


The Herald & Review reported on Octo- 
ber 31 out of Decatur, Illinois, about an 
82-year-old woman and her .38 Special. 
The woman was home alone when she 
heard someone knocking on her door. She 
looked out her window and saw a man 
outside her house whom she didn’t know. 
She chose not to answer the door, but the 
man kept knocking. She suspected foul 
play, so she called 911 and also retrieved 
her firearm. Armed with her pistol and 
on the phone, the octogenarian waited 
in her dining room. As she sat there, the 
suspect began kicking in her back door. 
The man entered the home through the 
doorway only to be fired at by the el- 
derly woman. Decatur Police detective 
Lieutenant Shannon Gutierrez Seal told 
the Herald & Review that the homeowner 
fired at the suspect because she feared for 
her life, but police do not believe she hit 
him. “So she shot at him.... The bullet hit 
a window in her house, but there was no 
indication that she shot the suspect. When 
she went to check, he had fled the scene,” 
Lt. Seal told the Herald & Review. Offi- 
cers arrived on the scene shortly after the 
shooting and found the elderly woman 
terrified from what transpired. Lt. Seal 
did tell the newspaper that when “she 
felt uneasy she was right in calling 911, 
calling the police, and taking measures to 
protect herself.” 


Sisters Stick Together 


News4Jax out of Georgia reported on 
September 30 about a man who broke in 
to the Folkston, Georgia, home of two 
female senior citizens. The women, who 
are sisters, were in the home together 
when the suspect burst into the home and 
began physically attacking them. Police 
reported that the man allegedly entered 
the home and cornered the younger sis- 
ter, who is 64, in a bedroom and attacked 
her from behind. She was able to escape, 
and she retrieved her small-caliber pistol 
when the man left the room. When the 
man returned to the room, she shot the 
suspect three times. The injured assailant 
fled the home through the front door, only 
to collapse at the end of the yard. Police 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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soon arrived and discovered the suspect 
dead, and were able to identify him as 
40-year-old Jonathan Green of Folkston. 
Authorities did say that they found blood 
inside the home, on the front porch, and 
in the yard. The woman granted an inter- 
view to the Charlton County Herald and 
told the newspaper, “I’ve always been a 
strong person. I’ve been through a lot in 
my life.... I thought I knew what terror 
was, but I didn’t. I do now.” The younger 
sister sustained minor injuries, and the 
older sister, 75, suffered a gash on her 
head. They were both transported to a 
local hospital to be checked. 


Burglar Targets 
Home of Prosecutor 


NewsOn6.com reported out of Inola, 
Oklahoma, on December 10 about a pros- 
ecutor who shot a man who broke into her 
rural home. The intruder, who authorities 
do not think knew the home he targeted 
was owned by a prosecutor, kicked in the 
back door of the home to gain entry. Once 
the suspect was inside the house, he came 
face to face with an armed Erin Oquin. 
Oquin, a Craig Country district attorney, 
was home sick for the day at the time of 
the break-in. As soon as the intruder en- 
tered the home, Oquin fired at the suspect, 
hitting him in the chest. The injured in- 
truder fled the home into a nearby vehicle 
and drove away down a road, only to get 
stuck in a dead-end. An Inola police of- 
ficer who responded to a 911 call placed 
by Oquin discovered the injured suspect 
down the road. 

Police described the suspect as a “serial 
burglar,” and believe the man is respon- 
sible for a series of burglaries in the area 
and targeted the home at random. Rogers 
County Sheriff Scott Walton told News- 
On6.com that authorities “don’t know if 
he knew whether that house was occupied 
or not, but he found out shortly after he 
entered it.” Walton also added that Oquin 
was justified in her actions and reacted ad- 
mirably. Walton told NewsOn6.com that 
Oquin “was a victim in her home, with a 
very high expectation of safety and priva- 
cy, and an intruder comes in and she was 


ready to deal with it and did so.” Walton 
also praised the woman’s quick response 
and said that “she certainly took care of 
business!” He hoped that such behavior 
by homeowners could deter future crime, 
and told NewsOn6.com that if “more of 
these ended like this we wouldn’t have as 
many of these crimes.” Walton also told 
KTUL News, “It was unfortunate for our 
intruder suspect that he didn’t do a little 
bit more market research and learn whose 
door he was kicking in!” 

Neighbor Elvera Pankratz told News- 
On6.com that she was grateful for Oquin’s 
actions and hoped that criminals took no- 
tice of what happened. “If anyone in this 
area tries to break in, look out,” Pankratz 
told NewsOn6.com. 


Housewarming Party 


Fox2Now.com out of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, reported on December 14 about 
a residence that was burglarized short- 
ly after the homeowner moved in. The 
homeowner heard a loud banging on 
his door around 10:30 a.m. The resident 
looked out his window and saw two 
strangers standing on his front porch. 
He became immediately suspicious and 
retrieved his firearm. The two men went 
around the rear of the house and began 
breaking open the back door. The home- 
owner called 911 and prepared himself 
for what was about to occur. The two men 
entered the home through the back door, 
and at least one of them was armed. The 
homeowner confronted the intruders and 
yelled for them to stop, but they imme- 
diately fired at the resident. The home- 
owner fired back, and an exchange of 
gunfire ensued. The homeowner proved 
to be the better marksman and hit one 
of the burglars. The other suspect fled 
the scene, leaving his accomplice to die 
at the scene. Neighbors told Fox2Now. 
com that the man had just moved into 
the house shortly before the burglary at- 
tempt. Authorities are still looking for 
the second suspect. The incident is still 
under investigation, but based on what 
authorities know so far, they believe the 
homeowner’s actions were justified. Hi 
— PATRICK KREY 
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Merry Christmas, America: After the San Bernardino shooting, President Obama once again 
vowed to bypass the Constitution and use executive actions to introduce gun-control legislation, 
and Attorney General Loretta Lynch said the shooting offers a “wonderful opportunity” to enact 


such legislation. 


Gun-grabbers Put 
Rights in Bullseye 


Item: Following the terrorist attack in San 
Bernardino, California, in which 14 people 
were killed and 22 wounded, the president 
of the United States let it be known that he 
wanted to impose — via executive action 
— greater restrictions on gun purchases. 
As the Los Angeles Times reported on De- 
cember 3, 2015: “White House officials are 
seeking a way to use executive authority to 
close the so-called gun show loophole that 
allows thousands of people to buy firearms 
each year without a background check.” 
ITEM: The attorney general of the United 
States said the killings demonstrated that 
political action was needed to prevent 
similar such incidents. Said Loretta Lynch 
at a press conference in Washington, as 
recorded by Fox News on December 3: 
“We're at the point where these issues 
have come together really like never be- 
fore in law enforcement thought and in our 
nation ’s history and it gives us a wonder- 
ful opportunity and a wonderful moment 
to really make significant change.” 
Item: A writer for the leftist New Re- 
public magazine went full bore about 
what the federal government should do 
because of “gun violence.” In a piece on 
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December 20, 2015, Phoebe Maltz Bovy 


demanded unequivocally: 


Ban guns. All guns. Get rid of guns 
in homes, and on the streets, and, as 
much as possible, on police. Not just 
because of San Bernardino, or which- 
ever mass shooting may pop up next, 
but also not not because of those. Don t 
sort the population into those who 
might do something evil or foolish or 
self-destructive with a gun and those 
who surely will not. As if this could 
be known — as if it could be assessed 
without massively violating civil liber- 
ties and stigmatizing the mentally ill. 
Ban guns! Not just gun violence. Not 
just certain guns. Not just already- 
technically-illegal guns. All of them. 


Trem: In its first front-page editorial since 
1920, entitled (in the online version) “End 
the Gun Epidemic in America,” the New 
York Times called for the confiscation of 
the most popular rifle in the country as 
well as other firearms. 

On December 4, the Times said that it is 
“a moral outrage and a national disgrace 
that civilians can legally purchase weap- 
ons designed specifically to kill people 
with brutal speed and efficiency... It is 


past time to stop talking about halting the 
spread of firearms, and instead to reduce 
their number drastically — eliminating 
some large categories of weapons and 
ammunition.... Certain kinds of weapons, 
like the slightly modified combat rifles 
used in California, and certain kinds of 
ammunition, must be outlawed for civilian 
ownership. It is possible to define those 
guns in a clear and effective way and, yes, 
it would require Americans who own those 
kinds of weapons to give them up for the 
good of their fellow citizens.” 

ITEM: President Obama commented on 
December 2: “I say this every time we’ve 
got one of these mass shootings. This just 
doesn t happen in other countries.” 
CORRECTION: The extremist reactions of 
the anti-gunners are at odds against truth 
and even common sense. 

With the New York Times railing against 
“weapons of war, barely modified,” and 
the president talking about how he would 
bypass the wishes of elected representa- 
tives, leading Democratic presidential can- 
didate Hillary Clinton is happy to echo her 
own unconstitutional pledge. She would, 
promises Clinton, take executive action if 
Congress “refuses to act” and tighten the 
background check system. 

The editor-in-chief of the Daily News 
in New York, Jim Rich, may have won the 
award for over-the-top insipidity by label- 
ing the actions of National Rifle Asso- 
ciation executive Wayne LaPierre and the 
dread gun “lobby he represents” a “form 
of terrorism.” 

Meanwhile, the chief executive of the 
country, as noted above, was claiming that 
“mass killings” do not occur in other na- 
tions — mere weeks after an Islamic mas- 
sacre in the capital of France. No doubt 
that event was mentioned in one of those 
security briefings that he skips. 

Following the San Bernardino carnage, 
inspired at the very least by Islamic ex- 
tremism, White House spokesman Josh 
Earnest seemed incapable of understand- 
ing why Americans would want to protect 
themselves from attacks, saying: “The 
more that we see this kind of violence on 
our streets the more people go out and buy 
guns. And that is both ironic and tragic.” 
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Yep, to the anti-gunners, Americans bear- 
ing arms for self-defense is “tragic.” More 
Americans, it would seem, are also wary 
about the federal government and threats to 
their rights. Even before the attack in Cali- 
fornia, there were a growing number of gun 
purchases and permit applications. On the 
day after Thanksgiving, gun sales in this 
country “approached a single-day record,” 
as the Associated Press noted. “More than 
185,000 federal background checks were 
initiated, the most in the 17-year history of 
the program, according to FBI data.” 

John Lott, an economist and a noted ex- 
pert who has written widely on guns, has 
blown holes in Obama’s contention about 
how such attacks only occur in this coun- 
try. As Lott noted just after the California 
shooting: 


The French have witnessed three 
mass public shootings this year. Janu- 
ary saw two attacks, one on the Char- 
lie Hebdo magazine and another on a 
Paris supermarket. 

In the November attacks, 129 peo- 
ple were killed and 352 were injured. 
In just 2015, France suffered more 
casualties — killings and injuries — 
from mass public shootings than the 
U.S. has suffered during Obama’s 
entire presidency (508 to 424). This 
number includes the San Bernardino 
massacre. 


After listing other European attacks, Lott 
goes on, using facts to counter disingenu- 
ous political rhetoric: 


Obama isn’t correct even if he meant 
the frequency of fatalities or attacks. 
Many European countries actually 
have higher rates of death from pub- 
lic shootings that resulted in four or 
more murders. It’s simply a matter of 
adjusting for America’s much larger 
population.... 

Norway had the highest annual 
death rate, with 2 mass public shoot- 
ing fatalities per million people. 
Macedonia had a rate of 0.38, Serbia 
0.28, Slovakia 0.20, Finland 0.14, 
Belgium 0.14, and the Czech Re- 
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public 0.13. The U.S. comes in No. 
8 with 0.095 mass public shooting 
fatalities per million people. Austria 
and Switzerland are close behind. 

In terms of the frequency of attacks, 
the United States ranks ninth, with 
0.09 attacks per million people. Mace- 
donia, Serbia, Switzerland, Norway, 
Slovakia, Finland, Belgium, and the 
Czech Republic all had higher rates. 


Here’s another pertinent fact. In Europe, 
those “background checks” that are being 
pushed by so many American politicians 
and activists were already in effect before 
the shooting started. In fact, the weapons 
used in France for the more recent attacks 
were already banned outright, for all the 
good that did. 

The “loophole” cited by Obama, Hillary 
Clinton, and others is an allusion to the fact 
that the federal government is not involved 
every single time a gun changes hands in 
the country, including during private trans- 
actions. Dealers, however, are required by 
federal law to be licensed and to conduct 
background checks on their customers. 
How effective is that? Not very. Most of the 
weapons used in recent “mass shootings” in 
this country were purchased legally. 


California actually requires universal 
background checks, but that made no dif- 
ference to the recent attacks. That was also 
the case with the shooting in Colorado 
Springs, Colorado, in early November. 
Demanding that all private transactions 
be covered by federal background checks 
would be extremely difficult to enforce. 
Even trying to enforce such a move would 
likely be accompanied by a call for a na- 
tional registry — which is probably what 
is driving some gun-grabbers. 

Meanwhile, the supposed epidemic of 
“gun violence” is, by and large, hyperbole 
that is being used to justify more restric- 
tions, if not confiscation. Still, the Obama 
administration has turned out to be a great 
salesman for the arms industry. According 
to William La Jeunesse of Fox News, since 
Obama took office there have been more 
than 100 million guns bought by Ameri- 
cans nationwide. Yet — or perhaps in part 
because of that — the per-capita murder 
rate is now at the lowest level since that 
statistic started being tracked by the FBI. 
And the trend is down. 

That’s not the message being sent from 
Washington. Nonetheless, as Founding Fa- 
ther John Adams said, in different context: 
“Facts are stubborn things; and whatever 


countries with more gun control. The French would likely disagree in light of the November 13 
Paris attacks, in which the perpetrators used weapons that were already illegal in France. 
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Assaulting rifles: Semi-automatic rifles such as the popular AR-15 are a favorite target for gun- 
control legislation and activism. Despite this, or perhaps because of it, gun-store owners such as 
John Jackson of Capitol City Arms Supply in Springfield, Illinois, shown here, report increased 


sales of such guns. 


may be our wishes, our inclinations, or the 
dictates of our passion, they cannot alter the 
state of facts and evidence.” Adams clearly 
would not have done very well in the cur- 
rent administration — where the supposed 
pervasive “gun violence” is being used as 
an excuse to disarm Americans. 

But an outright ban on “assault weap- 
ons,” however broadly defined, won’t 
work against criminals and terrorists 
— though it would affect law-abiding 
Americans who have made the AR-15 
the nation’s most popular rifle. This is 
a semi-automatic weapon — one trigger 
pull, one round. It is not an automatic ma- 
chine-gun, which are illegal unless they 
were in private possession prior to 1986. 

Here are some details on “assault weap- 
ons,” and the deluded contention that all 
would be well if only they were banned. 
Even within the subset of “mass shoot- 
ings,” such weapons are not used that 
often, relatively. As Jacob Sullum has 
noted for Townhall.com: 


The vast majority of guns used in 
these attacks — 86 percent, accord- 
ing to a tally by Mother Jones — do 
not qualify as “assault weapons,” 
an arbitrary category defined by 
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military-style features such as fold- 
ing stocks, pistol grips, and flash 
suppressors. Even if a law could 
magically eliminate the millions of 
“assault weapons” already in circula- 
tion, it would leave plenty of equally 
lethal alternatives. 

Banning assault weapons makes 
even less sense as a response to less 
newsworthy crimes, which account 
for about 97 percent of homicides. 
According to the FBI’s numbers, 
rifles in general, which include many 
guns that are not considered assault 
weapons, were used in about 2 per- 
cent of homicides last year. 

There are similar problems with 
legal limits on magazine size, which 
Obama also supports. Laws can pro- 
hibit new sales but cannot make larg- 
er magazines disappear. 


Another circuitous way to get at gun own- 
ers has gained popularity of late, especially 
after terrorist attacks in this country. Why 
not, say backers, just ban anyone from buy- 
ing weapons if his name can be found the 
federal “no-fly” list or terror watch lists? 
And never mind that Americans used to be 
considered innocent until proven guilty. 


And there are good reasons not to as- 
sume that everyone on such a list is in fact 
guilty. That has not stopped Democrats 
in particular from trying to deep-six due 
process on Capitol Hill and several state 
capitals based on the lists. 

Consider some of those placed on these 
lists. They include, as Josh Gelernter sum- 
marized in National Review Online, a one- 
year-old girl trying to travel from Arizona 
to Washington for Thanksgiving. Another 
is an “eleven-month-old son of a woman 
named Sarah Zaposky. Or any of the doz- 
ens of other infants who have been pulled 
off flights by the TSA. Or Daniel Brown, 
a Marine veteran of the Iraq war, or Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Robert Johnson of the U.S. 
Army. Or Congressmen John Lewis and 
Don Young, or Senator Ted Kennedy.” 

The lists have been addressed cogently 
by E. Gregory Wallace, a law professor 
at Campbell School of Law. He teaches a 
course on firearms law there. Professor Wal- 
lace pulls no punches in a piece in the News 
& Observer (Raleigh, North Carolina): 


President Obama wants to block gun 
sales to those on the government’s 
secretive no-fly list.... The list is no- 
toriously inaccurate. One report says 
77 employees of the Homeland Se- 
curity department are on the no-fly 
list. There is no fair and expeditious 
process for innocent persons to clear 
their names from the list.... 

If these laws don’t work, why do 
gun-control advocates insist on hav- 
ing them? By taking advantage of 
the public’s ignorance about guns 
and gun laws, they create an illu- 
sion of security. That’s why politi- 
cians like them. 


Yet, says Greg Wallace, there is also 
another reason. “Many gun-control advo- 
cates don’t like guns and don’t want any- 
one having guns. Their endgame is not 
gun control, but gun confiscation.” 

The gun-grabbers are not genuinely 
aimed at loopholes or lists. Those are but 
the means to the end. The ultimate target 
is liberty. Hi 

— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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The TPP “Obamatrade” Clock Is Ticking 


dangerous finale ap- 
proaches. On No- 
vember 5, President 


Obama posted the text of the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership 
(TPP) agreement on the U.S. 
Trade Representative’s web- 
site and notified Congress of 
his intent to sign the docu- 
ment. The long-secret text 
was finally available for in- 
spection, after years of ultra- 
clandestine negotiations that 
kept the American people in 
the dark while granting spe- 
cial access and participatory 
privileges to representatives 
of select corporations, labor 
unions, and handpicked 
NGOs. Even members of Congress, the constitutionally elected 
representatives of the American people, were rigidly restricted 
in their ability to view the TPP draft text. 

Nevertheless, despite this hermetically sealed secrecy, draft 
texts leaked out, allowing us the opportunity to warn about the 
coming dangers posed by the agreement. Now that the final TPP 
text is officially out, we find that none of our warnings were 
in the least exaggerated; in fact, there are additional perils that 
have come to light. And, undoubtedly, even more Trojan Horses 
are hidden in the more than 5,500 pages of the agreement. But 
before we get to the substance of the TPP text, we must first 
say a word about the urgency of the moment. Since President 
Obama and the Republican leadership in Congress teamed up 
last year to pass “Fast Track” (Trade Promotion Authority, TPA), 
the TPP clock is now ticking. 

Under TPA rules, President Obama has to give Congress 90 
days notice before signing the TPP, which means that he could, 
and most likely will, sign the agreement as early as February 3, 
2016. Then he must wait 30 days before submitting TPP imple- 
menting legislation to Congress, which means that Congress 
may begin taking action on TPP as early March 2. In a worst- 
case scenario, both houses would immediately approve the TPP 
on that day, March 2. 

With so many other important issues demanding our atten- 
tion — the national debt, ObamaCare, federal gun controls, 
EPA edicts, Constitutional Convention calls, Planned Parent- 
hood funding, and much more — why should we consider TPP 
a priority? Here are a few reasons: 

¢ Hidden dangers in the bums rush — This agreement is so 
massive and involves so many legal, economic, social, and politi- 
cal issues, and is being pushed on such a ridiculously expedited 
schedule during a busy legislative period, that it is impossible for 
either the American public or our elected representatives to subject 
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it to the careful study, analysis, 
and debate that such a complex 
document demands. 

¢ Global governance vs. 
self-government under na- 
tional sovereignty — Con- 
tinuation of the liberty and 
prosperity with which we 
have been blessed in America 
depends on our maintaining 
the constitutional limitations 
on the size, power, and scope 
of government. As Senator 
Jeff Sessions (R-Ala.) has 
warned, the TPP promotes 
“global governance” by, 
among other things, creating 
a powerful EU-style commis- 
sion, a new structure “which 
meets, appoints unelected bureaucrats, adopts rules, and chang- 
es the agreement after adoption.” 

¢ International judicial authority — The TPP creates tribunals 
(courts) that claim authority to rule on matters affected by the 
agreement. Appeals will go to the World Trade Organization 
(WTO) judiciary, which has already (illegally and unconstitu- 
tionally) overruled U.S. laws and U.S. court decisions. 

* An open-ended “living,” “evolving” agreement — Accord- 
ing to the Congressional Research Service, “The TPP has been 
envisaged as a ‘living agreement,’ one that is both open to new 
members ... and open to addressing new issues as they evolve.” 

¢ Migration/immigration Trojan horse — The current migra- 
tion and “refugee” crises that are engulfing the nations of the 
European Union give us some indication of the dangers that 
await us in the EU-styled TPP. TPP’s Chapter 10 requires the 
United States to open its borders to foreign service companies 
that want to bring foreign workers with them to the United 
States. Chapter 12 requires the United States to give “business 
persons” (as well as their spouses and children) an undefined 
“temporary entry” to this country. Tellingly, the United States is 
the only TPP member that has not placed any restrictive adden- 
dum in the Chapter 12 Annex. All other current TPP members 
have done so. The Obama administration has made the United 
States unilaterally vulnerable on this issue. 

¢ Global-warming sneak attack — Article 20.4.1 of the TPP 
states that “each Party affirms its commitment to implement the 
multilateral environmental agreements to which it is a party.” 
Other member nations, as well as radical NGOs and the federal 
EPA, can be counted on to use this a club to beat the United 
States into compliance with the most restrictive interpretations 
of UN environmental agreements. 

Need more reasons to urgently, vigorously oppose the TPP? 
Find plenty more at www.thenewamerican.com. 
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Does trade 
Affect Our 


Choose Freedom 


SECRETLY TRADING 


nw te Free Trade 


STOP 2TRADEAgenda 


Free Trade Agenda Pamphlets 

Every trade agreement or partnership seems to come with guarantees of more money 
from exports, more jobs, and the promise of U.S. sovereignty not being threatened. 
The reality is exactly the opposite. These five pamphlets illustrate the deceptions and 
what can be done to fight them. 


Does Trade Affect Our Security? PDTAS 
Trade Deals & Your Business? PTDAB 
What's the Real Price of Free Trade? PRPFT 
Free Trade: Promises and Reality PFTPAR 
Not-So-Free TRADE PNSFT 


(2013-15, four-color, trifold pamphlet, 1/$0.20; 100-499/$0.15ea; 500-999/$0.13ea; 
1,000+/$0.10ea) 


How the Free Trade Agenda Affects You — Booklet 

Preserve our personal freedom and national independence by informing others about 
the history of free trade agreements, giving reasons for opposing two such agreements 
(the Trans-Pacific Partnership and Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership) 
that are currently being negotiated, and providing tools and an action plan for pre- 
venting congressional approval. (2013, 25pp, pb booklet, 1/$2.95; 10-24/$2.00ea; 
25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 100-999/$0.75ea; 1,000+/$0.50ea) BKLTHFTAAY 


An Introduction to Trading Away Your Freedom — DVD 

JBS CEO Arthur Thompson, author of International Merger by Foreign Entanglements, 
offers an overview of the agenda behind the so-called free trade agreements. Great for 
a giveaway at educational events, recruiting, and for introducing the topic of the free 
trade agenda. (2014, 16min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 
100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDITAF 


International Merger by Foreign Entanglements 

John Birch Society CEO Arthur R. Thompson explores the true agenda behind 
the free trade agreements, pacts, and partnerships being considered by the 
U.S. Congress. You will find this book fascinating, and be quoting it often. Now 
includes new addendum. (2015, 260pp, 1/$9.95; 12-23/$7.50ea; 24-39/$5.50ea; 
40+/$4.95ea) BKIMFE15 


Isn’t Free Trade Good for Everyone? — Pamphlet 

A perfect easy-to-mail pamphlet that you can share with anyone to introduce 
them to the dangers of so-called free trade agreements. Buy in bulk to get 
the biggest discount so you can distribute them to decision makers in your 
community. (2014, 1-9/$.50ea; 10-24/$.45ea; 25-99/$.40ea; 100-999/$.35ea; 
1,000+/$.30ea) PFTGE 


How the Free Trade Agenda Is Knocking Down America 
This special report of THE NEw AMERICAN magazine explains how the decep- 
tive free trade agenda is threatening our national independence, our personal 
freedoms, and our jobs. (September 2, 2013, 48pp, $.10ea;) TNA130902 


Secretly Trading Away 

Our Independence — Reprint 

President Obama is pushing two trade pacts that lead to economic and politi- 
cal integration of the United States with the European Union and Pacific Rim 
nations. (2013, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPSTAOI 


QUANTITY TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE hop 
Sho - JIBS. org = Mail completed form to: 
ShopJBS * P.O. BOX 8040 
_ APPLETON, WI 54912 
Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org on io] : 
Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 Order Online 
Name 
Address 
WIRESIDENTS ADD —_‘SHIPPING/HANDLING ; : 
SUBTOTAL © IRESIDENTS ap SHIPS Am ~=—CTOTAL City State Zip 
For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. QO Check O VISA O Discover fees 2 ae 
Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping () Money Order (©) MasterCard QO American Express VISAAMC/Discover American Express 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 Three Digit V-Code Four Digit V-Code 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopJBS = SSS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 


$150.00+ call call 


Signature 160125 


MANAGEMENT 


CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


